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‘ Aw ArticLep CLERK” will probably agree with us, upor ‘re- 
tion, that there would be some risk in publishing his 
iter. 


OHhe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, JUNE 14, 1862. 
naneu weernen 


Tue OBJECTS OF THE PETITION from the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association for the retention by the 
Court of Chancery of its winding-up business, which 
was printed in our last number, have, we are informed, 
been met by the promoters of the Consolidation Bill naw 
before Parliament. They have come to the conclusion 
that the Court of Chancery is the fittest tribunal for 
dealing with non-bankrupt companies, and have amended 
the bill accordingly. Some provision, however, is 
absolutely necessary to enable the Court of Chancery 
to get through the mass of winding-up business now 
before it more expeditiously than it has done hitherto. 
The delays in the progress of windings-up caused by the 
press of other business in chambers are very irksome, 
and injurious to the various creditors and contributories, 
They ought not to be permitted to continue. Companies 
which certainly ought to be wound up in six months 
are kept open for two or three years, simply because 
the time of the chief clerks is so occupied by other busi- 
ness that they cannot give sufficient attention to them. 











The routine business at chambers about interlocutory ap-_ 


lications in causes seldom admits of a winding-up case 
ing taken before twelve or one o'clock, when—if the 
company is fortunate enough to have secured the chief 
clerk’s undivided attention for the rest of the day,—the 
process of settling the list of contributories or investi- 
ting creditors’ claims proceeds until four o'clock ; 
ut then comes the difficulty—the chief clerk is unable 
to give another appointment for probably two, three, 
four, or even five weeks. Yet all parties may be ready 
to go on at the end of three or four days, or even on 
the next day, and be anxious to do so, so as to get the 
business completed whilst it is fresh in their minds ; and 
those attending from the country are of course desirous 
of being saved the expense of further journeys to town 
on the business. The chief clerk is powerless to assist 
them, and can only refer them to his diary, full of 
already bespoken hours for many pages onward. By 
the time the next appointment is attended much of 
what had previously passed is forgotten, and a good 
deal of the time is occupied by running over the evi- 
dence taken in the cases left unfinished at the previous 
meeting, and understanding the position of affairs. Yet 
after one or two hours’ progress the meeting ends with 
another long adjournment. This state of things ought 
to be, and could easily be, remedied, by the appointment 
of additional chief clerks, who might attend to winding- 
up business exclusively. The contributories and cre- 
ditors have a right to demand that a sufficient staff of 
officers should appointed to transact their business 
with reasonable promptitude. 


Tue FOLLOWING FURTHER Orper for conducting the 
examinations in general knowledge, under the 8th 
section of the Act for Amending the Law of Attorneys, 
has been issued :— . 

Whereas by the 8th section of the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, it 
is enacted’ that we, the Lords Chief Justices of the Courts of 
Queen’s Bench and Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron 
of the Court of Exchequer, jointly with the Master of the 
Rolls, may from time to time make regulations for the ex- 
amination in such branches of general knowledge as we may 
deem proper of all persons (not having taken degrees or suc- 
ceasfully passed the university examinations in the Act men- 
tioned) thereafter becoming bound under articles of clerkship 
to attorneys or solicitors; and we the said judges, by such 





regulations, may require such examination to be passed eithe® 
before persons so become bound, or at any time before their 
admission as attorneys or solicitors, as to us may seem fit, and 
that we may from time to time revoke or alter any such regu- 
lations as we think fit, and from time to time appoint ex- 
aminers for conducting such examinations as aforesaid; and 
no person required to pass such examination shall be capable 
of being bound as aforesaid where such examination is required 
to be passed before being bound, or of being admitted as an 
attorney or solicitor where such examination is permitted to 
be passed at any time before admission, unless before being 
bound, or before being admitted (as the case may require), he 
obtain from the examiners a certificate of having satisfactorily 
passed such examination: provided always, that we or any oné 
or more of us may, where under special circumstances we see 
fit so to do, dispense with compliance with such regulations 
entirely or partially, or subject to any such conditions as to us 
may seem fit: 

And whereas, by the second regulation made by us, bearing 
date the 26th day of July, 1861, it is directed that every per- 
son proposing to enter into articles of clerkship, not having 
been called to the degree of utter barrister in England, or not 
having taken a degree, or passed the examination prescribed 
under the 5th section of the Act, shall produce to the registrar 
of attorneys a certificate that he has successfully passed an 
examination by special examiners appointed by us; 

Now, we do hereby order and direct that such second regu- 
lation shall not extend or apply to any person proposing to 
enter into articles of clerkship who shall, previously to being 
articled, produce to the registrar of attorneys a certificate that 
he has successfully passed one of the local examinations esta- 
blished by the University of Oxford, or one of the non-gremial 
examinations established by the University of Cambridge. 

Dated the 6th day of June, 1862. 

A. E. Cocksurn. 

Joun Romy, M.R. 
ERLE. 

Frep. PoLiock. 


Ox tHe 3ist unr. the case of Mr. Edwin James 
came before a full bench of the New York Supreme 
Court. In response to the Court, Mr. James read a 
statement of facts upon which he relies, sworn to by 
himself, and embodying the principal features of 
his recent speech delivered at the Astor-house. Mr. 
Brady appeared as his counsel to speak on the subject 
of “alienage,” but it was not called for by the 
committee or the Court. The committee of the Law 
Institute were for some time silent after Mr. James had 
concluded. Some conversation irrelevant to the sub- 
ject-matter ensued. ‘The Court took the papers read b 
Mr. James, and intimated that they would confer an 
pronounce upon them on the following Saturday, on 
which day no argument would be heard. If the Court 
should be satisfied, then the matter would be at an end; 
if they deemed any argument on the other points neces- 
sary, they would so intimate and designate members of 
the committee to speak to the subject on a future 
day. 

On Monpary tast the Lord Chief Justice gave notice 
that the Court of Queen's Bench will sit in banco 
after term, on Wednesday and ‘l'hursday, the 18th and 
19th of June. After that their Lordships will sit in 
the Court of Error; and in consequence the sittings 
will be adjourned until Thursday, the 26th of June; 
and the Court will continue sitting up to Saturday, 
July 5. Saturday, July 12, will be devoted to giving 
judgment in all cases then pending. 


Dr. MAIne HAVING BEEN appointed a legal member 
of the Supreme Council of India, the office of reader 
to the Inns of Court on jurisprudence and the civil law 
has become vacant. All candidates for the office are 
requested to forward their applications to the under 
treasurer of the Honourable Society of the Middle 
Temple, on or before the 25th of the present month. 


Lorp Cuter Justice Cocxsurn has, in uence 
of the death of his sister, been absent from Court since 
‘Tuesday. 

Mr. Joun Cunristison, Advocate, died at his house, 3 
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Great Stuart-street, Edinburgh, on Wednesday. The 
deceased, who was a brother of Professor Christison, 
was called to the bar in 1810, and was appointed sheriff 
of Ayrshire in 1852. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on 
the 11th inst. :— 

Inner Temple.— Thomas Edward Kebbel, Esq., 
Arthur Wilson, Esq., Sheldon Amos, Esq., the Hon. 
Alfred Henry Thesiger, William Stewart Sutherland, 
Esq., John William Eccles, Esq., William Campbell 
Spence, Esq., David Morgan Thomas, Esq., Francis 
Maurice Drummond Davies, Esq., William Alexander 
Long, Esq., Charles Eales, Esq., Edgar Hyde, Esq., 
James Watson, Esq., George Xavier Segar, Esq., 
Philip Edward Tillard, Esq., Joseph Inglesant, Esq., 
James Henry Mangles, Esq., Herbert Whitaker, Esq., 
and John Stratford Dugdale, Esq. 

Middle Temple.—John Grady, Esq., Henry Fawcett, 
Esq., George Brown, Esq.. Thomas Spooner Soden, Esq., 
Hugh Owen, Jun., Esq., William Owen, Esq., John 
Pollard Micklethwaite, Esq., William Villeneuve Smith, 
Esq., James Henry Arthur Branson, Esq., James Henry 
Spring Branson, Esq., Steuart Spencer Inglis Davis, 
Esq., Francis William Rowsell, Esq., Charles Grey 
Wotherspoon, Esq., William Whiteford, Esq., George 
Bulkley, Esq., Francis Charles Armstrong, Esq., Henry 
Jefferd Tarrant, Esq., Charles Noel Welman Begbie, 
Esq., Joseph Reynolds Ball, Esq., William Nicholas 
Lynch, Esq., and Donald Grant Nicholson, Esq. 

Lincoln’s-inn.—Thomas Maguire, Jun., Esq., John 
Forbes, Esq., William Mitchell Fawcett, Esq., Josiah 
Owen Corrie, Esq., Thomas Henry Rumbold, Esq., 
Thomas Lamplugh Nelson, Esq., Edwin Charles Clark, 
Esq., Richard Saul Ferguson, Esq., William Cornwallis 
West, ae George Barclay, ., Percy William 
Bunting, Esq., Thomas Henry nes , Jason 
Smith, Jun., Esq., Pembroke Scott Stephens, Esq., 
Gannendro M. Tagore, Esq., John Kinghorn, Esq., 
Howard Warburton Elphinstone, Esq., Henry Peyton 
Cobb, Esq., Richard Caley, eg Teens William 
Rodgers, Esq., John Herbert Secker, Esq., John 
Edward Hall, Esq., and George Dawson, Esq. 

Gray's-inn. — William Barnard, Esq., and Thomas 
Hudson Jordan, Esq. 


Mr. Joun Ricnarp Lampert Watmistey, of 5, Vic- 
toria-street, Westminster Abbey, has been appointed a 
London commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery. 


—_——_——@————-— 


LEGAL OR MEDICAL CORONERS. 


The impending contests for the vacant coronerships of 
the county of Middlesex ought not to be without some 
instruction for the general body of lawyers. The 
moment that Mr. Wakley’s death became known the 
medical profession lost not a moment in starting a 
candidate of its own, around whom it railied in force 
and with enthusiasm. Since the division of the coroner- 
ship and the retirement of young Mr. Wakley, other 
medical candidates have been put forward supported by 
a host of medical celebrities, accompanied by a sprink- 
ling of laymen within the range more or less of “ medical 
influence.” Meetings of the doctors have also been 
held at which they have agreed, for the nonce, with 
wonderful unanimity not to differ; and accordingly at 
least one medical candidate, now before the constituency, 
has the advantage of a wide-spread and influential 
organization, acting as a self-appointed agency in his 
favour. ‘The lawyers on the other hand have as a body 
made no sign. No Law Society has passed a resolution 
or even opened its mouth upon the subject, although it 
is one of vital interest to the legal profession and to the 
general public, for whose benefit alone every profes- 
sion exists. Every lawyer of any experience of course 
knows that none but a well practised lawyer could 





properly conduct such investigations as those which 
constantly arise before a metropolitan coroner, and 
could adduce abundant examples of the dangers and 
evils incidental to the administration of a coroner's 
functions by any person unversed in the principles of 
law and the p: ure of public tribunals. It is difficult, 
therefore, to account for the apparent apathy of lawyers 
upon the subject, especially as it is one in which their 
own interest so manifestly coincides with that of the 
public.’ Perhaps, however, it is upon this ground that 
the legal profession abstains from any attempt at co- 
operative action in the matter. It may be considered 
that all the argument is so clearly upon their side that 
nothing except an accident—such as the candidature 
of a man like the late Mr. Wakley—could induce the 
freeholders to elect to the office in question any one but 
a lawyer. Indeed we can have no doubt that some 
such feeling as this has prevented metropolitan solicitors 
from supporting the candidates from their own pro- 
fession who are now before the constituency. It must 
not be supposed, because an effete legal contempo- 
rary takes up the cause of one of the medical can- 


lidates against all his legal rivals, that there is any 


difference of opinion in the legal profession as to what 
qualifications are necessary for the office. The journal‘in 
question never had any influence among the respectable 
portion of the legal profession, and it has been so accus- 
tomed to betray the cause which it pretends to advocate, 
that any person would only deceive himself who placed the 
least value upon whatever may be said by that journal, 
where any of the very ramified personal interests of 
its proprietor are concerned. We say this much for the 
benefit of those persons outside the profession whom it 
may be sought to influence by such “ admissions of the 
other side.” It is only right to tell them that the article 
from which these admissions might be quoted has ex- 
cited nothing but contempt, except perhaps indignation, 
in those members of the legal profession who have 
chanced to see it. Lawyers know too well from actual 
experience the importance of. legal training and know- 
ledae in those who have to discharge judicial functions 
and the troublesome complications (to say nothing of the 
injustice) which are likely to arise from the absence of 
these qualifications in judicial functionaries. It cannot be 
expected that the public should be equally impressed 
with this conviction ; but it is opposed equally to the in- 
terest and the duty of the legal profession to sanction any 
misconception on this subject in the public mind. Unless, 
therefore, it be considered that anything which may be 
said by thejournal in question is unworthy of public notice 
it might be desirable that the legal profession should 


‘take some steps todisabuse the public mind of the notion 


that it is indifferent, if not opposed, to the election of 
lawyers to the office of coroner. It is one of the few 
judicial positions which a solicitor can attain in this 
country, and it would be a disgrace to the entire body 

of solicitors if they could not always supply a sufficient 

number of men competent for the efficient discharge of 
the duties of the office. We could name many solicitors 
before whom it would be no farce for Serjeants-at-Law 
or Queen’s Counsel to appear—as occasion would often 
require in the metropolis—men who are thoroughly ac- 
quainted with the principles of our law and the business 
of our courts. But what could be more anomalous or more 
calculated to conduce to the miscarriage of justice and 
the injury of innocent persons than the presidency of an 
unskilled layman in a coroner's court, where the ablest 
advocates are sometimes retained in opposing interests. 
Dr. Lankester or Mr. Gwyn instead of Mr. Tessbears 
presiding over the recent protracted inquiry consequent 

upon the explosion of gas in Shoreditch, would be an 

unsatisfactory spectacle for all parties concerned. In 
that case (and there are many similar instances) there 
was no question touching the actual and immediate 
cause of death, but there were very ase questions 
involving heavy legal responsibility on those whose neg- 
ligence might be proved to be the cause of the accident. 
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As it is the matter will probably not proceed beyond the 
coroner's inquest, since it appears to have been regarded 
by all the parties fasenpated as a complete and fair trial 
before a competent tribunal of the issues between them. 
To all intents and purposes the proceeding was in 
the nature of an action or suit between the injured 
persons on the one hand and on the other the Com- 
mercial Gas Company and Messrs. Brassey and Company, 
who are contractors for the cutting of the sewer which 
led to the accident. The issues raised appeared to in- 
volve charges which might not only resnlt in pecuniary 
responsibility but in a criminal. indictment; and it 
weuld therefore have been not only absurd but unjust 
to the parties charged to have an inquiry which was 
pregnant with so much risk to them conducted before 
@ person who was unacquainted with the very elements 
of English law, and wholly without experience in the 
conduct of litigated cases. We refer to this recent case 
merely by way of example, as no doubt every one of 
our readers could adduce many others equally in point. 

It would have been indeed a disgrace to the solicitors 
of the metropolis if there could not be found amongst 
their number some candidates of unquestionable re- 
spectability and competency who are willing to try the 
question whether—because the late Mr. Wakley was a 
popular favorite, and no doubt, though a surgeon, a man 
possessing some qualifications for the o‘ice—coronerships 
of the metropolitan county as they fall vacant are to 
be transferred fous the legal to the medical profession. 
We are glad, therefore, to find that several solicitors of 
high character and unquestionable attainments have 
had the courage to come forward in the teeth of the ex- 
tensive organization which is opposed to them. Mr. 
C. E. Lewis has pledged himself to go to the poll for 
the central district, and we believe his success is certain. 
He has entered upon the contest with great spirit and 
has no serious competitor but Dr. Lankester, whose 
chances seem to be growing less daily. Without desir- 
ing in the least to disparage the medical candidate, who 
is no doubt a gentleman of some celebrity as a popular 
chemist, it cannot be pretended even by his warmest 
admirers that he has any particular qualifications for a 
quasi-judicial office, or that in respect of competency 
for its duties he could for a moment be placed in com- 
petition with Mr. C. E. Lewis, who is certainly one of 
the most able and experienced lawyers to be found in 
the ranks of our profession. 

For the western district several members of the legal 
profession are candidates. Mr. T. Alley Jones, of Chf- 
ford’s-inn, and Mr. Walmisley, who is well known in 
connection with parliamentary business, and, we believe, 
one or two other solicitors have announced themselves 
as candidates for that district. There are also some 
medical candidates, and there will be, no doubt, a con- 
test. We do not desire to pronounce upon the merits 
of the respective legal conditehen, but only hope that 
for the sake of their profession they will not by their 
rivalry amongst themselves endanger the principle 
which is involved in the impending election. 





2 
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WHAT IS A LEGAL TENDER? 


A tender is the offer to perform some act, but in the 
ordinary acceptation of the term it signifies an offer to 
pay some money on behalf of a party indebted to his 
creditor or to some person appointed to receive the same. 
We propose to inquire, first, with what materials, and, 
secondly, in what manner, a legal and valid tender may 
be made. With respect to the first question, it has been 
laid down, so long ago as the time of Sir Edward Coke 
(2 Inst. 577) that the money of England must be either 
of gold or silver; none other was ever issued by the 
royal authority until the year 1672, when copper coins 
were first introduced and ordered by royal pro- 
clamation to be current in all payments under the 
value of sixpence and not otherwise. Subsequently, 





by the statute 56 Geo. 3, c. 68, it was enacted 
that gold coin should be the only legal tender, 
except as regards sums not exceeding forty shillings, 
which might be tcndered in silver coin, And, further 
than this, it was provided by the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 98, 
that from the Ist of August, 1834, a tender of a note 
of the Bank of England expressed to be pereble to 
bearer on demand should be a legal tender to the 
amount therein expressed for all sums above £5, so long 
as the Bank continued to pay on demand in legal coin. 
It certainly seems as if J words all sums above £5 
had been introduced into the Act (the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 
98) either by a slip or an error of the Legislature, 
or, if introduced by design, it looks like short-sighted 
policy on the part of the framers of the Act, because 
they practically preclude a £5 Bank of England note 
from being a legal tender for that amount, whereas, ac- 
cording to the words of the Act, the smallest coin incircu- 
lation, in addition to a £5 Bank of England note, would 
be a legal discharge and a valid tender for the amount 
that the two represent. When we consider the enor- 
mous number of £5 Bank of England notes that 
are circulated in comparison with those of a higher 
amount we cannot help thinking that it never could 
have been intended by the framers of the Act to put 
the former in this respect upon a worse footing than 
the latter. 

We now come to the second branch of the question— 
how may a legal tender be made? It must be made in 
money or its equivalent. It may for instance be made 
by a bill of exchange or a promissory note, though 
in general a bill or note is only prima facie evidence of 
payment, rendering it necessary that the creditor should 
account for the same before he can be entitled to recover 
the consideration. The taking of a bill of exchange in 
payment for a debt due amounts to an agreement to 
give the debtor credit for the time the bill has to run, 
and suspends the remedy of the creditor in the mean- 
time; and so where the bill on account of the 
debt is given by a stranger and not the debtor 
for an amount equal to the amount of the debt, 
it hes been held to be a good answer to an action 
agaitist the debtor for the debt: Belshaw v. Bush, 
11 C. B, 191. The reason given for this was that where 
the bill was given by the debtor himself on account of 
the debt it would operate as a conditional payment and 
so be of the same force as an absolute Vo beng if the 
condition by which it is to be defeated not arisen ; 
therefore there seems no reason why a similar bill given 
on account of the debt by a stranger should not operate 
as a conditional payment by such stranger—that is to 
say, it would constitute a binding agreement on the part 
of the creditor to forbear to sue during the currency of 
the bill, although such bill was given not by the debtor 
but by a stranger. 

But although, strictly speaking, a legal tender must 
be made in money if required, yet at the same time a 
tender in local bank notes is good if the creditor does 
not at the time object to them as such, but merely insists 
on the amount being insufficient ; and the reason alleged 
for this is, that the creditor, by taking an objection to 
the tender on the ground that the amount is too small, 
misleads the debtor, who might have obviated the other 
ground of objection to the quality of the note: Polglase 
v. Oliver, 2 'Tyrrwh. 92. 

To constitute a tender good the money or its equiva- 
lent must be produced and offered, or, at all events, 
the bag or whatever else it is deposited in must be exhi- 
bited to the individual to whom it is intended to be 
given, unless, in fact, this is dispensed with by some 
preg act or by the declaration of such individual ; for 
if the creditor leave the presence of the debtor without 
the latter having gone ae some such formality as 
above described, or before the money is actually a 
duced and tendered, no legal tender will have 
been made. An offer of a larger sum than the 
amount due is a legal tender, but not if a 
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demand for change is made, nor where coupled 
with any condition implying that some act on the part 
of the creditor is necessary to be done, or even that a 
stamped receipt should be given; and, therefore, it was 
decided, in Bowen v. Owen, 11 Q. B. 130, that a tender 
would be legal if it merely implied that a given sum 
was offered as being the amount admitted by the debtor 
to be due, but if the tender implied that the creditor 
taking the money was required to admit that nothing 
further is due then it is conditional and insufficient. 


-—— > aad 


The Courts. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Master oF THE ROLLS). 

June 12.—Barry v. Stevens and Others —This suit was in- 
stituted by Mr. W. W. Barry (of the Chancery bar) for the 
purpose of having the defendants (the law booksellers and pub- 
lishers in Bell-yard) restrained from further proceeding against 
the plaintiff at law until certain accounts, asked for by the 
present suit, of the proceeds of a book published by the defend- 
ants for the plaintiff, known as a “ Treatise on the Statutory Ju- 
risdiction of the Court of Chancery,” were rendered, 

The plaintiff, who conducted his own ease, said that it was 
impossible to raise his defence at law until the accounts prayed 
for were rendered. The defendants had, however, demurred to 
the bill filed for the accounts in question, and he now asked to 
have the interim order for the injunction extended until the 
demurrer was disposed of. 

His Honour thought the plaintiff was entitled to the exten- 
sion prayed. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Erte and Jus- 
tices WiLL1AMs, WILLEs, and BYxzs,) 

June 5.—Ez parte Matthew Breden.—-In this case (which 
materially affected the rights of articled clerks) an application 
had been previously made in the Court of Queen’s Bench when 
the Court was divided in opinion, and refused the application. 
The application was made on the part of Mr. Breden, upon 
affidavits of himself and Mr, William Neale, which stated that 
Mr. Breden was articled to Mr. William Neale on the 11th of 
June, 1858, when the affidavit of execution was prepared, but 
not stamped, nor was it stamped within six months, the time 
allowed by the Act of Parliament. Before that time had ex- 
pired Mr. Neale took the management of the business of a Mr. 
Cox, deceased, and took the applicant with him as his articled 
clerk, The affidavit went on to show that Mrs. Neale had 
promised to have the articles and affidavit stamped , but she 
did not do so, and they were not stamped until the begining of 
this year, when it was done by the applicant paying a fine of 
£40 and the stamp duties. A rule was now moved for to show 
cause why the applicant should not be allowed to date his time 
of service as an articled clerk from the 11th of June, 1858, and 
not from the time that the articles and affidavit of execution 
were stamped, 

The Court took time to consult the learned judges of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench. 

June 6.—The Lorp Cuter Justice this morning delivered 
the judgment of the Court, and stated that after consulting the 
judges of the Court of Queen's Bench they were of opinion 
that their judgment should be in favour of the appellant, and 
allow him to date his services from the execution of his 
articles, 

Judgment for the plaintiff. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

(Sittings in Banco, in Trinity Term, before Lord Chief Baron 
Pottock and Barons Martin, BRAMWELL and CHANNELL.) 

June 10.—Cox and Uthers v. The Lord Mayor and Aldermen 
of the City of London—This was an attachment issued out 
of the Lord Mayor's Court in an action at the suit of Buck- 
master, who carries on the business of a tailor, against an 
officer in the army named Farquharson upon certain moneys 
belonging to the latter in the hands of Messrs. Cox and Co., 
army agents, Charing-cross, with whom he kept an account. 
When one of the partners in the firm of Messrs Cox was in the 
City on business he was served with the attachment. They 
subsequently moved for a prohibition against the Lord Mayor’s 








Court to prevent any further procedings on the attachment, and 
the declaration which was filed at the suggestion of this Court 
stated that the custom of the City of London did not give 
jurisdiction in cases in which none of the parties resided or 
dwelt within the City, and where the cause of action did not 
arise within it. To this the defendants pleaded the custom of 
tho City of London, and the case came on for argument upon 
a demurrer to that plea. 

The Lorp Curer Baron now delivered the judgment of the 
Court.” The question was whether the custom set out in the 
plea, assuming it to exist in fact, failed in law. That custom 
claimed jurisdiction over all persons and all cases, provided the 
garnishee, who in this case was represented by Messrs. Cox and 
Co,, was in the City at the time the attachment was served. 
His lordship said that it was only necessary to state such a 
custom in order to show its invalidity, because it was reoug- 
nant to the ordinary jurisdiction of a local court. Judgment 
would, therefore, be for the plaintiffs. 

Judgment for the plaintiffs accordingly. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 

June 5.—In re W, Abbott—The bankrupt was a timber 
merchant of Pimlico. This was a sitting for examination and 
discharge. 

Mr. Nicholson applied for the appointment of a trade assignee 
under the following circumstauces:—Where no creditor 
attended at the first sitting for proof of debts and choice of 
trade assiguee the official assignee only had the management of 
the estate, and Mr. Aldridge, by an order of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, must necessarily act as the solicitor in the matter. 
Creditors now wished that the proceedings should be conducted 
by a solicitor of their own choice, who was in possession of a 
knowledge of circumstances that would be of especial value. 
He (Mr. Nicholson) asked for an adjournment of the present 
sitting, and that another sitting might be appointed, to give 
creditors the opportunity of proving their debts and choosing 
their own assignec. 

To this application it was objected that the Court had no 
jurisdiction. Under the 116th section of the Act of 1861 an 
assignee could only be chosen at the first sitting for that pur- 
pose, or an adjournment thereof, 

The ComMISsIONER thought he could exercise jurisdiction 
and that under the circumstances it was desirable to order an 
adjournment as asked. 

Mr. Aldridge said other commissioners had taken a different 
view of the law. It was the duty of creditors to attend at the 
proper meeting for the choice of assignees, and this Court 
would not act contrary to the views of other commissioners, 
and which might be regarded as a precedent. 

The Commissioner still thought the cause was one in which 
he ought to accede to the application. 

Mr. Aldridge suggested that the diffic ulty might be overcome 
by his (Mr. Aldridge’s) retiring from his position, and Mr. 

icholson being allowed to act in the matter. 

Mr. Lawrance (who appeared for the bankrupt) said Mr. 
Aldridge had gracefully conceded that which was his right, and 
that it might be well if his suggestion were acted upon. 

The ComMMIssoNER concurred. 


atin 
vr 


Recent Decisions. 


EQUITY. 
Lunacy—JurRIsDICTION—VeEstING OrpER~TrusTEE ACT, 
1850. 

Re Molyneux, a Lunatic, ¥.. J., 10 W. R. 512. 

In a suit for the partition of lands, of which the lunatic was 
entitled to an undivided share, a partition had been made and 
the lunatic had been declared a trustee for the other moiety 
within the Trustee Act, 1850. A petition was now presented 
seeking to carry into effect tle decree made in the suit, The 
Lords Justice were of opinion that the Court had jurisdic- 
tion to carry out the petition by a vesting order under 
the Trustee Act, 1850, notwithstanding the doubt attributed 
to their Lordships in the report of the case of Re Bloomar, 2 
De G. & J. 88. This latter case very much resembled Re 
Molyneux, but the petition was entitled In the ‘Trustee Act 
and the Lunacy Regulation Act, 1853, and their Lordships are 
reported (2 De G. & J. 91) as expressing a doubt whether the 
case was reached by the ‘S'rustee Act, 1850. They, however, 
considered it the best course to make the order under both Acts. 
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In the above case their Lordships were of opinion that the 
conveyance to the lunatic of the petitioner’s interest in the other 
moiety should precede the making of such vesting order, and 
directed that it should not be drawn up until such conveyance 
had been executed and produced to the registrar, 


PRACTICE—ADMINISTRATION SuiT BY A MorTGAGEE— 
Soiicrror—Cosrs. 
Walter v. Stanton, V. C. K., 10 W. R. 570. 

This was a suit instituted by a mortgagee who was solicitor 
of the testator and executrix, und was for the administration of 
the testator’s estate and for payment of principal and interest due 
to the plaintiff, The Vice-Chancellor held him to be entitled to 
be paid his principal and interest, but not his costs, out of a fund 
in court, the costs being costs of an administration and not a 
mortgagee’s suit, The next of kin of the testator subsequently 
obtained the conduct of the cause, and attempted to obtain 

ayment of their costs in priority to the plaintifi’s debt, but the 

Vice-Chancellor held that by reason of the plaintiff's peculiar 
position the next of kin must stand pari passu with him as to 
costs both before and after the conduct of the cause was taken 
from him, and that he was not liable to pay the costs of an 
administration summons taken out by the next of kin, thongh 
without notice of his suit, 


CuaritY—APpoiInTMEnT oF New TRUSTEEs. 
Re Hayles’ Estate, M. R., 10 W. R. 577. 

By the decree of the Court of Chancery the right to elect 
trustees of this charity was vested in “‘ the parishioners and in- 
habitants” of Saint Mary, Lambeth, “in vestry assembled.” 
A question arose as to whether, since the passing of the 
Metropolitan Local Management Acts, 18 & 19 Vict. c. 120, 
amended by 19 & 20 Vict.c. 112, the Vestry of St, Mary, 
Lambeth, elected in pursuance of those Acts, had the power to 
appoint new trustees of the charity, or whether such power 
was vested in the parishioners and inhabitants of such parish 
in vestry assembled. Sir J, Romilly, M.R., held that after the 
passing of the Metropolis Local Management Acts, which al- 
tered the constitution of parish vestries in the metropolis, the 
power of appointing new trustees of the charity was vested in 
the newly-constituted vestry. 





COMMON LAW. 
Rigut to Ligut—ABANDONMENT. 
Jones v. Tapling, C. P., 10 W. R, 441. 


The rules that regulate the right to the enjoyment of 
light and air may be said to arise from mere occupancy. 
Every man on his own land has a right to all the light and 
air which will come to him, and he may erect on the extremity 
of his land buildings with as many windows as he pleases, 
without any consent from the owner of the adjoining lands. 
After he has done so, the owner of the adjoining lands may, 
within twenty years, build upon his own land, and so obstruct 
the light which would otherwise pass to the building of his 
neighbour. But if the light be allowed to pass without inter- 
ruption during that period to the building so erected, the law im- 
plies from the non-obstruction of the light for that length of 
time that the owner of the adjoining land has consented that 
the person who has erected the building upon his land shall 
continue to enjoy the light without obstruction so long as he 
shall continue the specific mode of enjoyment which he had 
been used to have during that period. ( Per Littledale, J.,in A/oore 
v. Rawson, 3 B, & Cr. 340). In Blanchard v. Bridges, 4 Ad, 
& E. 191, Patteson, J., remarks upon the apparent hardship 
in holding that the owner of a house with ancient windows, 
who has stood by, without notice or remonstrance, whilst his 
neighbour has incurred great expense in building upon his 
own adjoining land, should be at liberty, by subsequent 
buildings, to darken his neighbour’s windows, yet be- 
fore the expiration of twenty years from their erection he 
has a perfect right to do so. The Court of Exchequer Chamber 
in the recent case of Hutchinson v. Copestake, 9 W. R. 896; and 
the Court of Queen’s Bench in Renshaw v. Bean, 18 Q. B. 112, 
expressly decided that an obstruction was justifiable, where 
made by the servient owner on his own land for the purpose 
of preventing one, who had ancient lights, and who subse- 
quently made an alteration in the size of some of them in 
excess of his ancient lights, from gaining by lapse of time an 
increased right, although such obstruction interfered with the 
ancient as well as the usurped windows. In the present case 
the owner of premises, in which there were ancient windows, 
enlarged some of them, and built new ones; thereupon the 








owner of the servient tenement built a wall on his own land, 
obstructing both the new and the old lights; after this the 
owner of the dominant tenement restored his windows to their 
former state. It was held by the Court of Common Pleas that 
the owner of the servient tenement was justified in such ob- 
struction, on the principle of the cases of Renshaw v. Bean 
and Hutchinson v. Copestake (vide also Davis v. Marshail, 7 
Jur. N. 8. 720, on this point). It was also further held by 
Erle, C.J., and Williams, J., that the enlargement of the old 
windows and the putting in of new windows by the dominant 
owner, was not an abandonment of his right; but that on the 
restoration of such windows to their former state, the servient 
owner was bound to remove the obstruction, This latter view 
was dissented from by Byles and Keating, JJ., who considered 
that the dominant owner had abandoned his right to the an- 
cient lights, and by the restoration of his windows had not 
acquired a right to call on the servient owner to remove such 
obstruction. 

The state of the law as to the abandonment of the right to 
light is thus given by Littledale, J., in his judgment in Moore 
v. Rawson: that if a man pulls down a house and does not 
make any use of the land for two or three years, or converts it 
into tillage, he may be taken to have abandoned all intention 
of rebuilding the house, and, consequently, that his right to 
the light has ceased. But if he builds upon the same site and 
places windows in the same spot, or does anything to show 
that he did not mean to convert the land to a different purpose 
then his right would not cease: vide Liggins v. Inge, 7 Bing. 
693. In the case of Stoke v. Singers, 8 E. & B. 31, upon an action 
brought against the servient owner of a tenement for an ob- 
struction of ancient lights which for nineteen years had been 
closed, the jury were directed to find for the plaintiff unless he 
had manifested an intention of permanently abandoning his 
right to the light, or unless the windows had been kept so 
closed as to induce the defendant to alter his position in the 
reasonable belief that the windows had been permanently 
abandoned. The jury having found for the plaintiff, the direc- 
tion was upheld by the Court of Queen’s Bench. 

No doubt it is perfectly established from the authorities that 
the right to light may be presumed to be lost by a non-user for 
the space of twenty years, or even for a less period than twenty 
years, unless it can be clearly shown that the apparent aban- 
donment of the former lights was a temporary and not a per- 

tabandonment, with an intention to resume them within 
a reasonable time. In the present case the acts of the domi- 
nant owner, instead of showing an intention of abandoning his 
existing right, clearly manifested a desire to gain an increase 
of light. The enlargement of ancient windows and rebuilding 
New ones, even where subsequently they are restored to their 
original state, do not seem like the idea of forfeiting altogether 
the right to ancient lights by a permanent disuetude of such 
windows. In the words of Erle, C.J,, in giving judgment, 
“ The acts of the dominant owner entirely negative any inten- 
tion of freeing the defendant’s t t from servitude, and if 
he had no such intention the cases of Moore v. Rawson and 
Liggins v. Inge have no application.” 








Rieut to Liaut—How Lost-—-Matertabity or 
ALTERATION. 
Bincks v. Pash, C. P., 10 W.R, 424. 

In strictness the right to light is not regarded as an ease- 
ment, but rather as an implied grant on the part of the 
owner of the adjoining land: vide Harbidge v. Warwick, 
3 Exch. 552, and such grants of light, are there laid down by 
Parke, B., as being no more than covenants on the part of the 
owner of the adjoining land not to build on his land. Yet it 
is clear that before the 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71, an uninterrupted 
enjoyment of light over the land of one’s neighbour might be 
gained by user for the period of twenty years, and since that 
enactment a similar term without any interruption establishes 
the right as an absolute and indefeasible one, unless expressly 
protected by a written agreement. But as was said in Cooper 
v. Hubbuck, 9 W. R. 352, this right which has been thus ac- 
quired cannot be enlarged by ary act of the person who has 
acquired it. It is limited in the case of a footpath, to a footpath, 
and in the case of a window or right of light it must be con- 
fined substantially to that which he has already got. He can- 
not afterwards make it a much larger and more important 
right. At the same time it by no means follows that because 
the owner of a house has altered the dimensions and size of an 
ancient window in it, he may in no case maintain an action 
for that which is an obstruction to the window in its new state 
and which would equally have been an obstruction to it in its 
former state. This would be contrary to a series of decisions, 
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beginning with Zuttrell’s case, 4 Rep. 86. As was said by 
Lord Campbell, C.J., in the case of Renshaw v. Bean, 18 
Q. B. 112, if the wall in which the window is placed be on the 
extremity of the owner’s land and the window is enlarged at 
the lower part of it, the owner of the adjoining land could easily 
obstruct the unprivileged part of the window and would not 
be justified in obstructing the whole. 

In the present case of Bincks vy. Pash the plaintiff was the 
owner of a building two stories high, with windows in each 
story, those on the ground floor being ancient, while those on 
the second floor had been increased in size a few years before 
the action. Subsequently to this alteration, the servient owner, 
without intending to obstruct the plaintiff's lights, built a shop, 
obstructing the windows on the ground floor only. The Court 
of Common Pleas held upon an action for such obstraction 
that the right of the lower windows was not lost by reason of 
the enlargement of the upper, and that the right of the servient 
owner to block ancient lights in blocking new ones was not an 
absolute right, but merely conditional on an inability to block 
the one without blocking the other, and that, as the servient 
owner in this case had not blocked the new windows at all, he 
was liable for blocking the old. 

With reference to the question whether the alteration is “‘ mate- 
rial or not”—that is to say, whether it interferes with or pre- 
judices the person over whose land the easement is, so that the 
enjoyment of his property is to any appreciable extent di- 
minished by reason of the alteration made in the ancient lights 
of the dominant owner—assuming it to be well established 
from the cases of Renshaw v. Bean, and Hutchinson v. Copestake, 
9 W. R. 896, that the dominant owner of a tenement may so 
alter the mode of enjoyment of his ancient lights by a change 
in the windows admitting light so as to forfeit entirely the 
right previously acquired, yet it is often difficult to define pre- 
cisely what amount of alteration will have that effect. Sup- 
pose, in the case put by the Master of the Rolls, in Cooper v. 
Hubbuck, a man has four windows, all close to one another 
looking over another man’sland, and in the centre between these 
four, he opens another window, it is not very easy to see in what 
way that could prejudice the person over whose land it 
looks, and if any. wrong is done it seems to be simply a 
damnum absque injurid. In the case of Turner v. 
Spooner, 9 W. R. 684, Kindersley, V.C., decided that a 
right to an ancient light was not lost by the fact of ths 
owner altering his window frames and glass so as to admit 
more light and give greater facilities for looking out, and that 
after such alterations the owner of the servient tenement had 
no right to intercept the additional light, inasmuch as no new 
easement had been acquired; and so, as was said by Keating, 
&., in Bincks v. Pash, it seems hardly reasonable to suppose 
that a trifling alteration in the mode of enjoyment whereby 
no injury is done to the servient tenement should forfeit the 
whole right (Hall v. Swift, 4 Bing. N. C, 381), whilst, on the 
other hand, snch a material alteration as that in Garritt v. 
Sharp, 3 Ad. & E. 425, or in Jones v. Tapling, would forfeit 
the right as being a total violation of the conditions upon 
which alone that right rested; and in the same case Erle, ©.J., 
expressly distinguished the present case from the cases above 
quoted, Renshaw v. Bean and Hutchinson v. Copestake, be- 
cause in the latter cases all the ancient windows had been 
materially altered, while, in the former, the ancient windows 
had never been altered at all, but merely an addition had been 
made to the number of windows by adding new ones; and the 
learned judge proceeded: “I come to the conclusion that a right 
to buildso as to obstruct a new window, and in so doing, if neces- 
sary, obstructing an old window, is only a matter of justifica- 
tion for what would otherwise be a wrong; and it is essential 
for the support of this justification to show that this obstruc- 
tion was raised for the purpose of obstructing the new windows, 
and in effecting that purpose unavoidably obstructed the 
ancient window also. 


A>. 
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Correspondence, 





TRESPASS IN PURSUIT OF GAME. 

The 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. 32, s, 30, imposing a penalty on any 
person trespassing in pursuit of “game,” &c., or ‘ coneys,” 
enacts (sects, 7, 8) that the landlord or lessor shall (with cer- 
tain stated exceptions) “ have the right of entering upon such 
land, or of authorising” any other certificated person to enter 
for the purpose of killing “ game,” excluding the occupier. 

That (sect. 42) it shall not be necessary in any proceedings 
against any person under said Act, to negative by evidence any 








“ certificate, licence,” &c., “ or other matter of exception or de- 
fence;” but that the onus probandi shall lie on the person seek- 
ing to avail himself of such. 

The 11 & 12 Vict. c. 29, s. 1, enacts that it shall be lawful 
for any person being in the actual occupation of any inclosed 
lands, or for the owner who has the right of killing game 
thereon, to kill hares on such land without a certificate; but 
sect. 6 enacts that ‘‘ where any tenant of any lands for life or 
lives, years, or otherwise, now is or hereafter shall be bound by 
any agreement not to take,” &c., “ any game” upon any lands 
included in such agreement, then the exemption from the certi- 
ficate duty thereby granted was not to operate in favour of 
such tenant. 

A case has recently occurred in. petty sessions, where the 
occupier of leasehold lands for lives, summoned under the Act 
first quoted (sect. 30), was seen to take up certain snares out 
of a hedge, which had been set for hares or coneys. No“ game” 
was seen taken. 

The fact was admitted; but on the part of the defendant it 
was objected that the justices had no jurisdiction (see Sol. J. 
April, 1862, p. 470), inasmuch as the snares were set on land 
by the actual occupier of it, who had, prima facie, a right to 
take either hares or coneys; and no lease or other evidence was 
produced on the part of the complainant, showing that the right 
to the “ game” or rabbits had been reserved by the lessor; nor 
did it appear what was the date of the lease. 

The complaint was dismissed, but the bench was not unani- 
mons as to whether the defendant, seeking to avail himself of 
such a “matter of exception,’’ was not bound to prove it. 

Will any of your readers who may have had occasion to 
consider the operation of the Acts in question as regards the 
infringement of the clauses quoted, by an occupier of lands, be 
good enough to state what construction has been put on clauses 
42 and 46, respectively, of those Acts, as to the necessity of re- 
quiring evidence of the terms of any “ written agreement” be- 
tween a lessor and lessee on a conyiction being sought against 
the latter. K. 


Soxicirors’ VoLUNTEER Corps. 

Your correspondents will do more for the volunteer move- 
ment by joining one of the already established corps than by 
any endeavours to raise a new one. For all military purposes 
a battalion one thousand strong is more efficient than half-a- 
dozen individual corps with a much superior aggregate strength. 
With volunteers you cannot expect more than one-third of the 
effective strength on ordinary parades—indeed, some regiments 
wonld be very glad if they could always reckon on this pro- 
portion 

From among the solicitors I do not anticipate a strong corps 
could now be raised, the legal element being very considerable 
in most of the metropolitan corps, from which it is not desirable 
it should be drained for the sake of a new one, the only advan- 
tage of which would be to give some few gentlemen commissions 
who have no opportunity of getting them otherwise. 

In the regiment to which I belong three solicitors hold com- 
missions, and there is a strong muster of them in the ranks, I 
do not think we should have one deserter if the corps your 
correspondents propose were raised; but I do not consider the 
experiment in any point of view desirable. W. M. 





Will your correspondent who first wrote to you on this 
subject inform us, through the medium of your columns, where 
he can be addressed ? For I am willing to join the proposed 
corps at once, and I think I can induce others to do so also. 
I think at any rate a company might soon be formed. 

A Lonpon Soricrror. 





Epucation oF ARTICLED CLERKS’. 

Having recently (Easter Term, 1862) brought to a close my 
studies as an articled clerk, I venture to make one or two 
observations on the subject of “ study during articles” referred 
to in your article of May the 24th, 1862. 

From my own experience I consider that the great difficul- 
ties to be overcome by an articled clerk in his course of reading 
are—to know what to read, when to read, and what has been 
read. Of course no system of instruction can be of use unless 
the student himself works, But much valuable time is lost 
by reading the wrong books and having no system, and if 
there was some such scheme as alluded to in your article, the 
hard reading student would often be found a much better 


i lawyer than if dependent as at present upon his own judgment. 


A book having been attentively read once or twice is generally 








de- 
ek 


rfal 
sed 
me 
but 
: or 
i by 
nds 
rti- 
of 


the 
Act 
out 
1e ” 


t it 
J. 
and 
vas 
ght 
nor 


ni- 
. ot 


ses 


net 


ve- 


ses 
“Aa- 
sth. 
the 
nts 
ro- 


rps 
ble 
ble 
an- 
ns 


m- 

our 
the 
his: 
ere 


lso. 


wo 


ul- 
ing 


less 
lost 


the 
‘ter 
nt. 








Jone 14, 1862. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 597 





I 





put aside never to be read again; probably a more advanced 
work is taken up to be in its turn treated in the same manuer. 
This is a great mistake; and it is here that the tutor should 
be of use. The assistance offered by lectures is very small: 
the only effectual way of attending them is to refer to the 
subject treated of in the lectures afterwards. But this is 
often rendered quite impossible on account of the numerous 
cases cited by the lecturer; and even if the reports are at hand 
days may be occupied in referring to them. And hereI cannot 
agree with your correspondent “ T. W.,” as he suggests that 
members of the junior bar should instruct the classes. 
Barristers I venture to think are not the proper tutors, as they 
invariably have a tendency to take the student to subjects too 
abstruse and discuss points on which there is a conflict 
of opinion—leaving fitst principles comparatively neglected. 
On the other hand it would be difficult to find com- 
petent solicitors of any standing to take upon themselves the 
class instruction you allude to. I think those who have re- 
cently passed should be the tutors as is the case at the univer- 
sities, where, it is very common after taking a degree to become 
a tutor for a few years, those generally being the most popular 
who have obtained distinction. 

In my own case I should be most glad to continue my 
reading and be of assistance to others by imparting to them 
my experience both in reading and practice for a few years— 
indeed, it is me intention to do this by taking a small number 
of articled clerks and Be aring them for future examinations. 
I quite agree with “ T. Ww that cramming, strictly so called, 
is most injurious. I have never found any one who has gone 
through the process to be so good a lawyer as one who has 
time to go through a steady course of reading. 

The Incorporated Law Society have done much to advance 
professional education, and great praise is due to the younger 
members of the profession, especially to the society which has 
been the means of making so many beneficial reforms and 
carrying them out so efficiently in detail. Much still remains 
to be done, and articled clerks have just grounds for seeking 
further assistance; but it would be highly inexpedient to at- 
tempt to organise any new body to assume what ore part of the 
legitimate functions of the Incorporated Law Society. That 
body will no doubt fully consider, in the spirit which has 
hitherto characterised it, any plan brought under its notice 
which might tend to advance the profession, and if a feasible 
one can be conceived let a memorial be presented to the society 
on the subject. I must apologise for the length to which I 
have extended this letter. C. H. ANDERSON, 

Lincoln’s-inn-fields, June, 11. . 





LeGat versus Mepicat Coroners. 


With reference to the relative qualifications of legal and me- 
dical practitioners for the fulfilment of the duties of a coroner, 
every unprejudiced mind must admit that those of the lawyer 
are not only more fitting but absolutely necessary for the dis- 
charge of the functions of that official. I am not aware when 
first a medical man, was elected in England as coroner, but if 
we have regard to the origin of the office and the nature and 
importance of the duties to be performed, it is quite clear that 
it never could have been intended that a medical man should 
fill it. The duty of a coroner is to inquire on the part of the 
Crown how any violent death was occasioned. He is a very 
aficient officer, and was called coroner because he had princi- 
pally to do with pleas of the Crown, or such wherein the Crown 
is most immediately concerned. In this light the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench is the principal coroner 
in the kingdom, and may, if he pleases, exercise the jurisdic- 
tion of a coroner in any part of the realm. A coroner is 
of equal authority with the sheriff, and was ordained, together 
with him, to keep the peace when the earls gave up the ward- 
ship of the county. The office and powers of coroners are 
cither judicial or ministerial, but principally judicial. This in 
great measure is ascertained by statute 4 Ed. 1: De Officio 
Coronatoris. A coroner has not only to inquire concerning 
the manner of a person's death, but, in cases of murder, it may 
become necessary for him to inquire concerning the lands, 
goods, and chattels of the murderer which may be forfeited by 
the crime. Another branch of his office is to inquire concerning 
shipwrecks, and to certify whether wreck or not, and who is in 
possession of the goods. Now all these duties and powers 
clearly point in one direction, which is, to a person possessing 
legal qualifications. Were this not tlie case, and had not the 
functions of a coroner been intended to be performed by a 
lawyer, he, like « sheriff, would have been provided with a 
legal deputy for the transaction of stich business as his own 








want of legal knowledge incapacited him from performing. 
Were the duties of acoroner simply ministerial I should have 
no objection to offer to the election of a medical practitioner to 
the office, but as the most important function of a coroner is to 
elicit and deal with the evidence of witnesses, the fé- 
ception or rejection of which requires a thorough know- 
ledge of the law of evidence, it is manifest that the want 
of that requisite knowledge may, on the oné hand, 
lead to the serious prejudice of a person accused of crime, 
or, on the other, to a failure - —_— Pipe are not he og 
ing to prove both these propositions, an more recent! 

of the Road Murder, referred to in your article last week, 
affords a striking illustration of the incapacity of medical men 
to deal with complicated and difficult investigations of crime. 

The position of a medical coroner is a singularly anotnalous 
one. He is at once witness, judge, and jury. His knowledge 
of the physical cause of death enables him to confirm the tes- 
timony of medical witnesses produced at the inquest—a testi- 
mony which he rarely, if ever, fails to afford—ahd he thus 
becomes a witness. His incapacity to deal with the getieral 
evidence brought forward creates a bias in his mind in favour 
of the medical testimony which he supports, and whieh inva- 
riably results in the jury returning a verdict in accordance with 
his particular views. He thus becomes judge and jury. Hence 
it becomes a matter of primary importance that a coroner should 
be one, not only capable of deciding upon the admissibility or 
non-admissibility of evidence during the progress of the inquiry, 
but should also be capable in his summing-up to lay the evi- 
dence before the jury with a due regard to its legal weight and 
bearing. It is impossible that the necessary powers of mind to 
accomplish these important duties can be expected or found in 
a medical coroner. 

It may be the lot of any frecholder to be placed in circum- 
stances of such grave suspicion that his life may be imperiled, : 
and whose only chance of proving his innocence at the inquest 
of the crime imputed to him would be the coroner's ability to 
detect those discreponcies in the evidence, frequently ~~ 
minute, which in the aggregate bring conviction to the min 
of the jury of the falsity of the accusation against him. It 
behoves the freeholders, therefore, to = both their lives 
and property by the election of a lawyer to the office of 
coroner. ie 

Two cases have this very week come before the public, in 


‘which, from their importance, and from the appearance 


in the one of both counsel and solicitors, an in the 
other of a solicitor, to watch the case on behalf of implicated 
parties, show how necessary it is that there should be 
a legal mind presiding over such inquiries, In one 
case, that of the ‘‘gas explosion” at Shoreditch, Mr. 
Humphreys, a solicitor, is coroner, and when we observe that 
Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, Mr. Karslake, Q.C., Mr. Podmore, 
Mr. Moss, and Mr. Fry, solicitors, were employed profession- 
ally in the case, it was well for the ends of justice th the in- 
quiry was before a lawyer; and having regard to the important 
legal questions involved in the investigation it is easy to imagine 
the difficulties and embranglements that would have ensued 
before a non-legal coroner. Mr. Humphreys, in his s 
up, read over the voluminous depositions, remarking as he pro- 
ceeded upon the testimony of the various witnesses discarding 
improper evidence, and generally dealing with the evidence in 
a manner quite conclusive as to the necessity of having a law- 
yer for coroner. Mr. Humphreys also directed the attention 
of the jury to an important legal point as to negligence on the 
part of the contractors, under whose direction the sewers were 
being constructed. The jury returned a verdict that beh oan 
the object of the inquiry, was owing to n on the 
of be edettaaees, The other case to whi I refer was the 
recent inquest at Leamington, where a young woman ; 
to have committed suicide by taking poison, and a gentleman's 
name having been mixed up with her lamentable history—it 
being, in fact, said that he had seduced and discarded her under 
circumstances casting the utmost moral, if not legal, suspicion 
upon him —the jury desired to have him examined. A solicitor 
was in attendance to watch the proceedings on his behalf, and 
finally the coroner decided that he should submit to an exami- 
nation. Ionly mention this as an instance of the necessity 
which exists for some legal training and knowledge in the 
officer before whom such questions are raised. ‘ 
On the whole it is quite clear that the Middlesex freeholders 
will do but scant justice to themselves or the non-freeholdets 
should they elect any but lawyers to fill the office of coroners 
for the central and western districts of the county. 
Lincoln’s-inn. W. T. 
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Witt—Promise To Bequeatu. 

In Loffus v. Maw, (10 W. R. 513), Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
is reported to have held that “the testator’s representa- 
tion in this case, and any other case within the application ot 
the doctrine, binds the property which he devised to the plain- 
tiff as completely, according to the law of this Court, as if he 
had bound himself in consideration of money not to revoke the 
gift, and had made the person named in his will a purchaser of 
the property devised. If this be the correct view a representa- 
tion which affects specific property must bind the property as 
effectually as a representation generally to leave a sum of 
money would bind the general assets, and the present plaintiff 
is entitled, not to have reliet out of the general assets, but out of 
that specific property which the testator represented to her 
that she was to enjoy after his death, she having acted upon 
the faith of that representation, and performed those services 
which he by the representation induced her to render,” 

If the doctrine laid down in this decision is to be applied 
generally (as the Vice-Chancellor’s words “ that the property 
is as much bound as if the testator had made the person 
named in his will a purchaser of the property devised” would 
seem to imply), and not confined to devisees or legatees, will 
it not materially affect the dealings with and law of real pro- 
perty in general, and be attended with many difficulties? For 
instance, if a testator make a promise to A. to leave him a 
particular house, and bequeaths it to him by will, and A. on 
the faith of such representation performs some valuable act or 
service, and the testator afterwards sell the house to a pur- 
chaser for valuable considerarion, how would the Vice- 
Chancellor’s decision affect the transaction ? and the legal 
estate being in the purchaser, would the Court divest him of 
it ? and if so, how would the case be affected by the pur- 
chasers having spent a large sum on the property—settled it 
for valuable consideration—or otherwise dealt with it ? 

And further, the doctrine if applied, generally would make 
the will speak from the date, and not from the testators death; 
and it would seem that on future purchases it will be necessary 
for the purchasers solicitor to require a declaration from the 
vendor that he has not devised or bequeathed the property for 
a valuable consideration. 

Perhaps some of your more experienced readers will kindly 
enlighten me on this subject. 

AN INQUIRER, 


~ 
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The Provinces. 


BraprorD.—On the 6th instant the Corporation of Brad- 
ford gave a dinner to Mr. Joseph Rayner, the town clerk, in 
acknowledgment of the services rendered by him to the corpo- 
ration. ‘The Mayor, who was in the chair, in proposing the 
health of Mr. Rayner, spoke in high terms of the manner in 
which that gentleman had discharged his important duties. 
Mr. Rayner, in a suitable reply, offered some excellent remarks 
on the various public works which had been undertaken for 
the benefit of the town since its incorporation. 








y= 
> 


Colonial Tribunals and Jurisprudence 


AUSTRALIA. 
LEGISLATIVE AsSEMBLY—QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


MELBoURNE.—The assembly and the press in this colony are 
about to be involved in a somewhat intricate privilege question. 
For some time past there has been discontentamong the members 
of the police force. It originated in the proposal of ministers to 
reduce the pay of the men, and it has led to some insubordina- 
tion and alleged arbitrary conduct on the part of the very 
efficient officer at the head of the department. A member of 
the opposition has taken the matter up, and moved for a select 
committee to inquire into the administration of the police. 
The Argus resented this, and raised the question “ whether 
members of the House are to be permittcd to interfere with a 
purely executive officer such as the Chief Commissioner of 
Police.” Unquestionably the House has aright to inquire into 
the mode in which administrative functions are exercised. But 
the Argus did not confine itself to an untenable doctrine It 
went on to say that the question was “whether the members 
of the House are to be allowed to indulge their private grudges 
or to serve their personal interests by the persecution of an 
officer,” and it asked “ What officer is safe from this sort 
of attack (a select committee of inquiry) on the part of some 








privileged ruffian whom accident may have pitchforked into 
the House?”’ In another part of the article the inquiry itselt 
was characterised as “a somewhat irregular irruption of unpaid 
detectives over the force.” Upon this Mr. Frazer, the 
mover of the select committee and its chairman, brought the 
article before the House as a breach of its privilege; it was 
read by the clerk, voted a breach of privilege, and Mr. Dill, 
the publisher of the Argus, was ordered to attend on the fol- 
lowing day. 

On the morning after the debate the Argus contained a de- 
fiant article, the sum and substance of which was that the 
publisher would not attend at the bar. On Wednesday the 9th 
April the publisher not appearing, a motion was made that the 
Speaker’s warrant do issue. As, however, the holydays were 
approaching, it was very considerately suggested by Mr. 
O’Shaunassy that its execution should be suspended until the 
day the House re-assembled, and this was readily conceded by 
the House, the feeling clearly being that while they would as- 
sert their privilege there was no disposition to inflict unneces- 
sary personal inconvenience on the publisher, who probably 
knew nothing of the alleged libel until he saw it in print. 
The generous conduct of the House was, however, not under- 
stood by the Argus, for on the following morning the result of 
the previous evening’s deliberation was treated as a triumph. 
“ The dénouement of the great privilege case has rather disap- 
pointed the high-wrought expectations of the public . . and 
so for the present the House is frustrate of its wicked will, and 
the question of privilege remains undecided.” The House 
was not frustrate of its will, inasmuch as it was by its will alone, 
tempered by its moderation, that the warrant was delayed, and 
the dénouement had not been arrived at. There, however, the 
matter rests at present. It is generally believed that the House 
will assert its privileges almost unanimously, and then will 
come a nice question of law, in which the parties will be mere 
puppets or rather a mere peg to hang the question of privilege 
upon. In this, as a nice constitutional question, a large num- 
ber of persons take a very lively interest who care little about 
a member and an editor vilifying each other. In all such cases 
the parties become utterly insignificant in comparison with the 
question. Now, it is not very difficult to foresee the steps of 
the question until it arrives at the final decision, and that it 
would be difficult to predict. It is generally understood that 
the House will assert its privilege, and that the Argus will 
assume the position of the defender of popular liberty against 
the privileges of the House. The publisher (Mr. Dill) will not 
obey the summons, but will submit to be arrested. There is 
good policy in this, for he is, a very worthy man, and the 
public cannot fail to perceive that, although the registered de- 
fendant, he is personally innocent. Upon his arrest he will 
probably try his writ of habeas corpus, and, whether the Court 
discharge him or not, will most likely, following three colonial 
precedents, bring his action against Sir F. Murphy, the 
Speaker. He will, of course, following the same precedents, 
plead the privileges of the House, to which the plaintiff will 
demur, and this will bring the question of law before the 
Supreme Court. From the judgment of the Supreme Court, 
whichever way it may be, an appeal will'go to the Privy 
Council, and thus a fourth great privilege case will be added 
to the records of that august tribunal, and it is hoped will set 
the subject at rest for ever. There are, no doubt, considerable 
difficulties in the way of a satisfactory solution of law. In 
Beaumont v. Barrett (the Jamaica ant), the Privy Council 
placed the privileges of a colonial assembly on the broad basis 
of those of the House of Commons, “as incidental to every 
Legislature which is supreme within the colony.” Keilly v. 
Carson (the Newfoundland case) somewhat narrowed the 
breadth of the former decision by excluding the privilege 
from matters outside of the House. Hampton vy. Fenton 
(the Tasmanian case) decided that if a witness summoned 
before a select committee disobeyed the summons he 
could not at once be arrested as for a contempt. Now, 
this case of the Argus. an alleged libel outside the House, and 
not directly disturbing its proceedings, seems to come completely 
within the Newfoundland case, and therefore, but for the 
statute to be presently mentioned, there would be not much, 
if any, doubt as to the law, But by our constitution the 
Legislature of Victoria is empowered “to define the privileges, 
immunities, and powers to be enjoyed by the council and 
assembly,” and the very first statute passed by the new Parli- 
ament under the present constitution was “ An act for defining 
the privileges, immunities, and powers of the Legislature of 
Victoria,” but the manner in which the power to define given 
by the constitution has been exercised opens @ very nice ques- 
tion. The local statute merely enacts that the privileges, &c. 
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“are hereby defined to be the same as, at the time of the passing 
of the (Constitution) Act, were held, enjoyed, and exercised by 
the Commons’ House of Parliament of Great Britain and 
Ireland.” Now, the question which is sure to be raised is, 
does this amount to a defining within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution Act? If not, the Newfoundland case will probably 
govern the Victoria case, and the local Act will have failed to 
effect the object which it was intended to accomplish. 


INDIA, 


On the 6th of April the bill to corsolidate and amend the law 
relating to stamp duties became luw. ‘Ihe principal changes 
are as follow:—when a document that ought to be stamped 
comes to the hand of any person unstamped, like a cheque 
to a banker, he may affix the necessary stamp, charging 
the drawer with the amount; but the drawer will not be 
legally, though he will be practically, relieved from the penalty 
as in England. Receipts given for money paid by Government 
must be stamped as if the money were paid by a private 


person. 





ys 





Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE, 
EXTeNnvATING CIRCUMSTANCES. 

The Court of Assizes of the Vaucluse, sitting at Carpentras 
recently tried a man named Denante, and a woman named 
Auphan, the former as principal and the latter as accomplice, 
in the murder of M. Auphan, of Bastide-Neuve, the husband 
of the female prisoner. It appeared from the evidence that 
Auphan was shot on Christmas-eve last, as he was crossing his 
farm-yard to the stable, and died in less than half-an-hour 
afterwards. Owing to the intimate relations known to exist 
between Auphan’s wife and the prisoner, he was suspected to 
be the author of the crime, and was arrested that same night. 
The next day he attempted to commit suicide by stabbing him- 
self in the abdomen, but without injuring any vital organ. 
When interrogated soon afterwards he confessed that he was the 
murderer, and further stated that the female prisoner was his 
accomplice, and had been for three months administering 
poison to her husband in small doses, and that he himself had 
been doing the same to his own wife, with the intention of 
marrying as soon as their two victims should be dead. As the 
poison was not rapid enough inits effects, it was arranged 
between them that he should shoot Auphan on the 24th of De- 
cember. All the principal facts of this statement were fully 
supported by a number of letters which the female prisoner 
had written to him, and also by the evidence of witnesses. In 
answer to the president’s questions, the male prisoner admitted 
his guilt, and declared that his sole motive for the crime was 
his passion for Auphan’s wife. The evidence against the pri- 
soners being perfectly conclusive, the jury, after a short de- 
liberation, brought in a verdict of guilty, with extenuating 
circumstances, and the Court accordingly condemned them 
both to hard labour for life. 





Tue Law or Wirts—Unpvue INFLUENCE. 


The Civil Tribunal of the Seine recently gave judgment in 
& suit respecting the validity of a will made by a Madame 
Lamotte, disposing of property to the amount of nearly 
1,000,000f. It appeared that the testatrix, Mademoiselle 
Morin, was a native of St. Mards, in Champagne, where her 
parents possessed considerable estates, producing, together 
with property in Paris, a rental of above 30,000f. a-year. She 
was, unfortunately, of weak mind, but well disposed. Her 
parents dying soon after she attained her majority the young 
lady came to Paris, and took up her residence at a furnished 
hotel in the Passage des Petits Padres, kept by a M. Collinet. 
There she became acquainted with M. Lamotte, the master of 
a boarding-school, in which Collinet’s sons were being edu- 
cated, and was ultimately induced to marry him, both parties 
before the ceremony having made a will bequegthing all their 
property to the survivor. It was alleged that Mademoiselle 
Morin, was in a manner forced into this marriage to save her 
honour, and that soon afterwards she bitterly repented of it, 
and shut herself up in her own rooms, refusing to see any one 
for more than twenty years. All her intercourse with her 
husband and her servants was from that time carried on by 
means of letters, which she thrust under the door, and received 
the answers in the same manner. Her food and whatever 
articles she wanted were placed upon a table in an ante-cham- 
ber which she never entered till she was sure the servants had 





withdrawn. Things went on in that way till 1851, when her 
husband died suddenly of apoplexy, and the Juge de Paix was 
called in to put the seals upon the property. All his efforts, 
however, to obtain an interview with her were fruitless; she 
would not even seo him to take the oath required by law of 
the individual left in charge of a deceased person's property. 
From that time her estates in the country were managed by 
two notaries, M.Costel, the father of Mademoiselle Aspasie 
Costel, one of the residuary legatees,-and M. Trouvé, the 
nephew of the latter. The property in Paris was under the 
care of a M. Peureau, the brothei-in-law of her deceased hus- 
band’s brother Alphonse Lamotte, to whom by a holograph 
will, dated October, 1860, she bequeathed her house in Paris, 
with 400,000f., and she left all the rest of her property to Made- 
moiselle Costel and a Madame Laplagne, as residuary legatees, 
with the exception of a legacy of 10,000f. to Mademoiselle 
Peureau. On the 22nd of April, 1861, Mademoiselle Lamotte’s 
servant found that her mistress had not fetched her breakfast 
from the ante-chamber as usual, and supposing that something 
had happened, she apprised M Peureau of the fact. He 
hastened to the house, and breaking open the door of Madame 
Lamotte’s chamber, found her lying on the floor, still breathing, 
but quite insensible, while on a table lay an empty phial 
labelled “ laudanum,” and large enough to hold about half an 
ounce. She died during the day without being able to s 
asingle word, A paper was found pinned to the wall, on 
which the deceased had written, “ suffering under an incurable 
disease, I have taken the resolution .’ and on another * 
scrap were the words, “let me be buried in the sheet I have 
laid ready on the chair.” ‘The room was in the utmost con- 
fusion, and the floor covered with scraps of paper to the thick- 
ness of a mattress, the deceased having, during her twenty- 
seven years’ voluntary confinement, torn up all the letters she 
received, and left them lying where they fell. How she ob- 
tained the poison is not known, but it is supposed that she 
must have had it in her possession for many years. On behalf 
of the plaintiff it was asked that the Court should declare the 
will invalid on the ground that it had been made under undue 
pressure upon a person of weak intellect by the persons 
directly or indirectly interested in its provisions, For the 
legatees it was contended that the testatrix was a person of 
sane mind with respect to things in general, but that she was a 
hypochondriac, and fancied herself so ugly as not to be fit to 
be seen. A great number of letters were read addressed to 
her agents and friends, of the most business-like character, and 
proving that her judgment was sound or all the matters there- 
in treated. The Tribunal gave a judgment rejecting the plain- 
tiffs demand, and consequently confirming the will. 








CommerciaL Law—Consuts CERTIFICATE. 

The commercial treaty between England and France has 
already given rise to a trial, which has been heard before two 
Courts at Boulogne-sur-Mer, and is now submitted on appeal 
to the commission established at the Ministry of the Interior to 
decide on all disputes of that kind. A number of boxes con- 
taining sewing-machines were shipped in England for France. 
On their arrival at Boulogne a certificate was presented to the 
custom-house officer, stating that these articles were of English 
manufacture. ‘This certificate was signed by the French consul 
at Folkestone. The custom-house officer, knowing that a manu- 
factory of sewing-machines exists at New York, and seeing 
that the boxes had come by sea previous to their being shipped 
in England for France, seized them under pretence that the 
certificate of origin was false. ‘The cause was first tried by the 
juge de paix of Boulogne. The commission agent to whom the 
cases were consigned contended that the signature of the French 
consul was decisive as to the question of origin. The Imperial 
Procureur replied that the consul could not be held accountable 
for the accuracy of the contents of a certificate presented to 
him for signature, and that the custom-house officers had a 
perfect right to verify the accuracy of the certificate. The 
juge de paix having decided in favour of the procureur, an 
appeal was made to the Civil Tribunal of Boulogne, That Court 
huving confirmed the judgment of the juge de paix the case has 
been referred to the commissioners at the Ministry of the In- 
terior to decide upon all disputes arising from certificates of 
origin. 





Rieut oF A Faruer-in-Law TO BE MAINTAINED BY HIS 
Son-in-Law. 

The Civil Tribunal of the Seine recently gave judgment in 

a suit instituted by a M. Bigi against General d’Orgoni, his 

son-in-law, for the purpose of compelling the latter to allow 








600 


him a pension of 1,200f. a-year to keep him from starving, It 
was stated that M. Bigi, who is now 63 years of age, had 
entered the Marine Artillery in his youth, but was obliged to 
quit the service about six years afterwards through having had 
his right arm partially disabled by a wound received in a 
duel. Being then obliged to work for a living, he became 
successively a journalist, corrector of the press, and book- 
keeper; but as none of these professions proved very lucrative 
he was unable to save anything for his old age, and was re- 
duced to the necessity of appealing to his daughter’s husband 
for assistance. General d’Orgoni (which name is an anagram 
of his real patronymic, Girodon) is a person who has made no 
little noise in the world, if we may credit the accounts given 
of his adventures by several biographers. General d’Orgoni’s 
counsel opposed the demand, asserting that M. Bigi had wasted 
his own property by thriftless wanderings, and would never 
follow any occupation long enough to make it profitable. He 
denied that the General possessed the enormous wealth attri- 
buted to him, and said that he had so many just claims on his 
resources that he was not abdle to meet them all. The General 
had, however, offered to secure to his father-in-law an honour- 
able existence if he would go to Birmah, but he could not settle 
an annuity on him in France. After hearing a reply from M. 
Bigi'’s counsel the Tribunal gave a judgment condemning the 
general to pay M. Bigi a pension of 900f. in monthy instal- 
ments. 





Lrntep LiaBiiry. 

The following are the principal provisions of a bill now 
before the Legislative body for the purpose of authorising the 
formation of trading companies with limited liability :—Such 
companies may henceforth be formed without obtaining any 
previous permission, but all prospectuses or other documents 
emanating from such companies must distinctly state that they 
are founded on that principle. The number of partners can- 
not be less than ten. ‘The social capital must be at least 
200,000f., but not exceed 10,000,000f. Shares not to be of 
less amount than 100f. when the capital is 200,000f nor less 
than 500f. when above that sum. The company not to be 
considered as constituted till the whole of the shares are sub- 
scribed and one-fourth of their amount paid up in cash. The 
shares to be nominative till entirely paid up, and not negotiable 
till two-fifths are paid. Any contribution to the social capital 
not in cash to be valued by the general meeting, and the par- 
ties to whom it belongs to have no right to vote on the matter. 
‘The affairs of the company to be managed by directors elected 
by the shareholders, and possessing together at least one-tenth 
of the social capital, the shares representing which are to be 
deposited as a guarantee of their management and to be in- 
alienable so long as they remain in office. The directors to be 
elected in a general meeting called after one-fourth of the 
capital is paid up, and they are then to publish an abstract 
of the statutes of the company, containing the names and ad- 
dresses of the directors and shareholders, the number of shares 
held by each, the amount of capital paid up, the date when 
the company will commence operations, and the proposed 
period of its duration. When the society is annulled through 
any infringement of the articles of the present law the direc- 
tors are liable to all third parties for the whole of the social 
debts. The directors cannot be named for more than six years, 
but are indefinitely re-eligible. Every general assembly must 
represent at least one-half of the social capital to deliberate 
on any modification of the statutes, but for certain minor 
purposes sharebolders representing one-quarter of the capital 
will suffice. A balance-sheet must be published every year, 
and the company be wound up when it shall appear that three- 
fourths of the capital are lost. The general meeting is to ap- 
point a committee to examine the balance-sheet and verify the 
accounts. If the directors distribute, or allow dividends to be 
distributed, not arising from real profits, they shall be com- 
pelled to pay back the whole amount into the funds of the 
company, and they are responsible to all parties, whether 
shareholders or not, for any injury arising from infringements 
of the present law. Persons negotiating shares differing in 
value frum those prescribed by the present law, or on which 
two-fifths of the amount have not been paid, shall be liable to 
imprisonment for terms varying from one week to six months 
and to penalties of not less than 500f., nor exceeding 10,000f. 
All fraudulent representations as to subscriptions for shares or 
paid-up capital, or false announcements of well known names 
as # means of attracting shareholders, are punishable by 
Article 405 of the Penal Code. Lastly, any number of share- 
holders holding one-twentieth of the social capital can sue the 
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directors for mismanagement of the company’s affairs, without 
prejudice to the action of each shareholder in his own name. 





The Court of Assizes of the Haute Vienne was: récently 
engaged two days in trying a married woman named Navail, 
for stealing certain letters, the property of her master, M.——, 
sub-inspector of forests at Limoges. A man, named Turon, 
was also charged with receiving the said letters, knowing them 
to have been stolen. ‘The female prisoner and her husband 
had been some time in the service of M, ——, while guard- 
general of forests at Marmande, and asecompanied him, to 
Limoges when promoted to the sub-inspectorship there. While 
residing at Marmande, M. —— had formed an illicit connec- 
tion with the wife of M. Edouard P——, and on his removal 
to Limoges the lady frequently wrote to him. Those letters 
the female prisoner took from her master’s bureau, and on 
learning their contents, determined to use them for her own 
advantage. Having been discharged from his service in May, 
1861, she gave the letters to her accomplice, Turon, and told 
him to make as much of them as he could. He said they 
ought to produce at least 10,000f., to which the woman Navail 
replied that if he could get her 4,000f. she would be content. 
Turon accordingly began to threaten. Mdme. P—— with the 
publication of the letters if his demands were not acceded to. 
Not meeting with a satisfactory answer, anonymous letters 
were addressed to her son and sister-in-law, and these annoyances 
were continued until the prisoners were arrested. The counsel 
for the female prisoner stated that his client had been seduced 
by M. —— at the age of eighteen, and had afterwards lived 
with him as servant and mistress for fifteen years, and was at 
last turned destitute upon the world. Anticipating such a 
termination to their connection, she had taken these letters and 
used them as a means of vengeance, and he maintained that 
her master had no moral right to prosecute her for an offence 
which was the natural result of the condition to which he him- 
self had reduced her. He concluded with declaring that letters 
of guilty love were not a property the law ought to protect. 
The president having summed up the facts of the case, the 
jury retired, and after a brief deliberation, returned into court 
with a verdict of not guilty. The Court then ordered the 
prisoners to be set at liberty. 


AMERICA. 
Stave Law. 

Virginia.—On the death of the late judge Coaltor, his widow 
inherited all his estate, comprising, amongst other property, 
95 slaves. The widow was desirous that on her decease these 
slaves should be free, but was persuaded by her legal adviser 
to will that they should have the choice of either becoming 
free or of selecting masters and mistresses from among her 
blood relations, and the will was made in accordance with this 
suggestion. The widow left her surviving a daughter, who 
was married to one Lacy, who, on the death of the widow, 
claimed, in right of his wife, the 95 slaves, on the ground that 
as, according to the laws of Virginia, slaves were not citizens, 
they had no right to make any such choice as that given by 
the will. The claim prevailed and the slaves were sold. 





Hapeas Corpus—Fveitive SLAvE. 

The Washington Circuit Court, on the 30th ult., formally 
refused a writ of habeas corpus for the discharge of an alleged 
fugitive slave. Subscriptions of money were being pledged to 
employ eminent counsel to test the legality of the application 
of the Fugitive Slave Law to the district of Columbia before 
the Supreme Court of the United States. The claimant of 
the female slave recently wrested from Marshal Lamon by the 
military authorities, was about entering a suit against him for 
the recovery of the value of the woman. 


a 
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The body of Mr. E. Dodd, of Bucklersbury, who disap- 
peared on the 23rd ult. in such a mysterious manner from his 
villa at Wimbledon, and who, it was suspected, bad been robbed 
and made away with by some gipsies with whom he was seen 
on Wimbledun-common, was found in the Thames at Hampton 
Court on Monday. The deceased’s costly watch and appen- 
dag2s, about £5 in money, and other valuables, were found on 
his person, so that there is no reason to believe’ that he liad 
been subjected to foul treatment. It is believed that the un- 
fortunate gentleman must have missed his way and have fallen 
into the river, which has been very much flooded. 
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Societies and Enstitutions. 


THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
PROMOTION OF SOCIAL SCIENCE. 

This association commenced its sixth annual congress on 
Thursday, the 5th inst., at Exeter Hall, on which occasion the 
president, Lord Brougham, delivered a long address which 
touched upon many topics, We extract the following as being 
the only portions of the address particularly interesting to 
lawyers :— 

Lunacy ProceEp1nes. 

Tn alluding to the law of lunacy and the measure now be- 
fore Parliament relating thereto, his Lordship said, a late trial 
in lunacy gave rise to great and general complaint of the 
judicature, from the prolixity of the proceedings, and the 
irrelevany of many matters introduced—their irrelevancy to 
the one question before the court. A bill has been introduced 
to improve the procedure in lunacy generally, and there is 
great reason to apprehend that it seeks in material respects 
unnecessarily to alter the law. One important and very 
salutary change is the requiring each cause to be tried by a 
judge instead of an officer of the court, whose authority with 
counsel cannot be such as duly to control their proceedings. 
But a most unwise, and indced absurd, restriction is imposed 
upon the admission of evidence which would have been wrong 
under the old procedure, but is wholly unintelligible now 
that a judge is to preside. That the late trial showed the 
necessity of some change, is admitted; but the objection is, 
that the change goes beyond the exigency of the case, and in 
a wrong direction. It is plainly made to meet the outcry 
against portions of the evidence adduced. 


Courts-MarriaL. 

Upon this subject his Lordship said, there has been 
another trial of extraordinary length as well as the lunacy 
case. A court-martial has been held for a whole month on an 
officer whom his colonel, and some others in the regiment, 
were desirous of turning out of it, when he could not be pre- 
vailed upon to leave it; and, after examining many witnesses, 
the sentence was an acquittal on all the charges, save one— 
that he had received an insult, to obtain redress for which he 
had not taken the proper and lawful measures. Of this he 
was found guilty, and sentenced to be cashiered. It being 
perfectly clear that there were no proper and lawful means, 
and that the sentence meant to condemn the accused for not 
fighting a duel, though it did not venture to state this, the 
Judge-Advocate advised that it should be quashed, and the 
officer was restored to liberty and to his regiment. The law 
is undoubted, that no sentence of a military court-martial is 
valid until confirmed by the Sovereign.. The dependence of 
the army upon the Crown, absolutely and without any quali- 
fication, is essential to the safety of the monarchy, which, as 
Blackstone says, might be intrenched in acts and forms up to 
the hilt; and yet, unless the sword was held firmly by the 
Sovereign’s hand, it would find its way into the heart of the 
constitution. But it may be doubted whether, without in the 
least trenching on the prerogative, or in any manner of way 
enfeebing the firm grasp of the sword, leaving the Crown the 
absolute power, without trial, of dismissing the soldier 
where a trial has been resorted to the conduct of it should not 
follow those rules which justice prescribes, in order that its 
results may be satisfactory, if not to the party, at least to the 
public, which in this case means the army, as well as, and even 
more than, the rest of the community. In the case referred to 
the Judge-Advocate had not been present at any part of the 
trial, nor could his opinion on the gross absurdity of the 
charge and the sentence have been affected by anything that 
had passed. But had he been present, he might have seen 
ground for comment upon the conduct of different persons, the 
colonel and others, all of which he was prevented by his 
absence from submitting to the Crown for cengure, possibly for 
punishment, It is impossible to require his or any other 
professional man’s Lain ary on ~ oun mee But it 
might perhaps be expedient to give the presiding officer power 
at his Viscretion, in all cases which do not admit of delay, to 
adjourn the court for professional assistance. In connection 
with this subject it may not be inapposite to allude to the 
practice which seems to have lately grown up in some of our 
colonies of einioing martial law by the mere order of the 
governor when any di ce more than ordinary may 
occur. It cannot be necessary to point out to any consti- 








tutional lawyer the utter illegality of such p: ings; but it 
is well that these irregularities should be made the subject of 
public comment. 

Inns oF Court Inquiries. 

Referring to the recent inquiries before the benchers of some 
of the inns of court his Lordship remarks, the characters of 
the officers and the discipline of the army is not more essential 
to the good of the service and safety of the state thang the 
reputation of the legal profession is to the administration of 
justice. When it is considered that from the Bar all the judges 
are taken enough is said to show how important is everything 
that relates to the discipline of the profession. When the 
great powers which the benchers of the inns of court can in- 
directly exercise, without control of the judical authorities, are 
considered, it should seem that a more uniform practice should 
prevail in these bodies. In one inn (one of the Temples) a 
practice prevails of pursuing an investigation i 
conduct of its members, and those who had not been present at 
all the proceedings joining in the opinion pronounced. It is 
an obvious suggestion from a late case that in any inquiry 
respecting the personal—that is, the professional duct of 
a member, all should be present throughout the proceedings, 
whose opinion is to decide upon the result. 





TRANSFER OF LAND. 

Referring to the measures now before the Legislatare his 
Lordship observes, the measures for facilitating the transfer ot 
real estate, and for securing the title of owners, cannot be 
classed with the occasional legislation of the season, the effects 
of the existing law having long been the subject of complaint. 
But some of the proposed changes are of a nature so question- 
able, and have been so little discussed in the country, that it 
is greatly to be hoped their adoption may be deferred until the 
parliamentary recess affords an opportunity for their full and 
impartial consideration. 


———— 


NEW ORDER AS TO PRINTING AFFIDAVITS— 
MEETING OF LAW WRITERS. 


On Wednesday Evening a meeting of law stationers and law- 
writers was held at the Mechanics’ Institution, Southampton- 
buildings, to take into consideration the new order in chancery 
requiring affidavits and depositions to be printed. 

Mr. WiTHERBY, law stationer, presided, and declared that 
the new order would ruin the trade, in which his family had 
been employed for 150 years. He could not believe that the Lord 
Chancelor was aware of the misery he was about to inflict on 
both law stationers and law writers. Not only would the dis. 
tress of the law writers be increased, but it would throw among 
them clerks from the offices of solicitors, and the approaching 
long vacation would be one of serious consideration to many 
families, Therefore, he hoped that a memorial would be 
pared and laid before the Lord Chancellor and the other j 
of the Court of Chancery who had signed the order, and he 
did hope that when Lord Westbury was made acquainted with 
the effect—the certain effect—of his order, that it would be 
withdrawn. It had been suggested that petitions should be 
presented to both Houses of Parliament, but he thought the 
best course would be to present a memorial, and if that failed 
then they would know as Englishmen what to do. Mr. With- 
erby read two letters from persons in the trade, and said others 
had been received. The writers viewed with serious apprehen- 
sion the new order, which unless otherwise directed would come 
into opsration from the 18th inst. 

Mr. Berts, a law stationer, addressed the meeting, and de- 
nounced the new order in strong terms. It would ruin both 
law stationers and law writers, and would cause a gigantic 
monopoly in printing. The expense of the printing was to be 
paid out of the suitors’ fee fund, and the solicitors were to be 
allowed to charge the same as for written copies. That was 
the thin edge of the wedge, The order would not only rain 
the law writers, but occasion the discharge of clerks. What 
possible benefit could there be to print affidavits and depositions. 
Only a few copies were required in each case, and could be 
better done when written than printed. It did seem to him 
that the Lord Chancellor had been bitten on the subject of print- 
ing, and hence the new order. 

Several resolutions were passed, and persons connected with 
the trade addressed the meeting. It was resolved to make the 
Lord Chancellor acquainted with the misery his new order 
would entail among a numerous body of men; but a hope was 
expressed that Lord Westbury, who, as Sir Richard Bethell, 
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would have denounced a monopoly, would not now as Lord 
Chancellor perpetrate an act which would occasion misery and 
destitution to a numerous body of men and their families. 


——»——— 


Law Students’ Journal. 
QUESTIONS FOR THE EXAMINATION. 
Trinity Term, 1862. 

I, PRELIMINARY. 

1. Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship? 

2. State the particular branch or branches of the law to 
which you have principally applied yourself during your clerk- 
ship. 

3. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. 

4, Have you attended any, and what, law lectures ? 


II. Common anp Srature Law AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts, 

5. State shortly what is required to be shown in an affidavit 
to obtain a judge’s order to hold a defendant to bail. 

6. What additional powers for the benefit of creditors are 
given by the “ Absconding Debtors’ Arrest Act, 1851” ? 

7. Ifa person were sued for money or goods, also claimed of 
him by a third party, what course should you advise on his 
behalf, and how would you proceed ? 

8. Where notice of action is required by statute, what notice 
is sufficient ? 

9. If a plea containing a defence arising after the commence- 
ment of the action be pleaded how may the plaintiff proceed ? 

10. In what cases can the common law courts relieve tenants 
from forfeiture in actions of ejectment under the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1860? 

11. In an action against an executor if he plead “plene 
administravit preter” alone, how should the plaintiff proceed ? 

12. What is the law as to set-off where an undisclosed prin- 
cipal sues on a contract made by his agent ? 

13. What property does an elegit affect, and how is it ex- 
ecuted ? 

14. If one of several defendants has had execution issued 
against him and been compelled to pay the whole damages and 
costs, in what case has hea right of action for contribution 
against the others, and when has he no such right ? 

15, In adjudicating on causes of action which have accrued 
abroad, by what laws and practice are the courts of this country 
governed ? 

16. What remedies has the vendee of a warranted chattel 
on breach of warranty ? 

17. What transactions are void as against creditors, within 
the meaning of the statutes of Elizabeth as to fraudulent gifts 
and conveyances of lands or chattels ? 

18. What is an estoppel ? Give examples. 

19. State the limitation of time for bringing actions of as- 
sumpsit, trespass to the person, and slander. 


III. CoNVEYANCING. 

20. By what means, if by any, can any owner in fee of land, 
dedicate the land to any object of charity. 

21. A man having contracted to purchase land died intestate 
before the purchase was completed. Who is to pay the pur- 
chase-money and to take the land ? Give the reasons. 

22. State instances of an estate on condition, an executory 
use, and a shifting use. 

23. A. granted a mortgage in fee of land to B., and B. died 
intestate. What instrument is necessary, and by whom to be 
signed, to restore the land to A., discharged from the mortgage ? 
Give the reasons, 

24. Are there any means, and if so what are they, by which 
the sited of an infant may be effectually settled on mar- 
riage 

25. In what state of circumstances, without decree of fore- 
closure, will the right of a mortgagor to redeem the mortgaged 
property be extinguished ? 

26. By what means can tenants in tail in possesion, and 
tenants in tail in remainder respectively become tenants in fee 
simple in possession and tenants in fee simple in remainder 
respectively ? Note the distinction between the two. 

27. Give the form of expression by which, in one instrument, 
a legal estate in fee simple and an equitable estate in fee simple 
respectively may be conferred in the same land. 

28. Where a life interest in money is limited to an unmarried 
female for life for her separate use without power of anticipation 





what are her powers over it while she continues unmarried, an@ 
what are the powers of her and her husband, or either of them, 
after marriage without a settlement ? 

29. When an owner has verbally agreed to sell land, and 
instructs his solicilor to prepare a written contract, what are 
the duties of the solicitor, anterior to the signature of the con- 
tract by his client ? 

30. By what instruments may land be limited to executory 
uses? 

31. What is the rule for determining whether a general de- 
vise does or does not pass a trust estate. 

32. A. contracts to purchasea lease. B, agrees to lend money 
on mortaage of another lease. What difference ought to be 
made in the form of the instruments between the assignment to 
the purchaser and the mortgage to the lender ? 

33, A testator having three sons, devised land to his youngest 
son in fee. The youngest son died before the testator, leaving 
two daughters and no son. To whom, on the death of the tes- 
tator, would the land go? State the reason for the answer. 

34. An abstract of title has been delivered to the solicitor 
of a purchaser as an accurate and sufficient abstract of all the 
title deeds, The solicitor has to compare the abstract with the 
deeds. The abstract of the first deed states fully the parcels 
contained in it, and the abstract of all the other deeds refers to 
the parcels in the abstract of the first as the “ premises com- 
prised in the before-abstracted indenture.” The abstract of 
title also contains an abstract of a long and complex settlement, 
with numerous special provisions and clauses which have not 
been abstracted. What are the duties of the solicitor with 
respect to the parcels in the several deeds and the provisions 
and clauses in the settlement, and generally with reference to 
the deeds and abstracts ? 


IV. Equity anp Practice oF THE CouRTs. 

35. State a few of the general maxims of equity jurispru- 
dence, and explain shortly the meaning of each. 

33. Define the terms “legal and equitable assets.” 

87. A purchaser of an estate under a sale by the Court of 
Chancery dies before the certificate becomes absolute, without 
having signed an agreement. What effect has such death upon 
the sale ? and is, or is not,a sale by the Court within the 
Statute of Frauds ? 

38. Will a Court of Equity in-any, and what, cases compel 
a purchaser to accept an equitable title without a conveyance 
of the legal estate ? 

39. Define champerty and maintenance respectively, and 
state some of the cases in which exception is made to the gene- 
ral rule against champerty and maintenance, 

40. In whet cases will a Court of Equity enforce a specific 
performance of a parol contract within the Statute of Frauds ? 

41. Define a constructive trust as distinguished from ex- 
press or implied trusts, and state sume of the instances in which 
it arises. 

42, State the order of administration of assets comprising 
property of different kinds in payment of debts. 

43. Within what period must a foreclosure suit be brought, 
and what decree isa Court of Equity empowered by a modern 
statute to make in such suit. 

44, In or upon what stocks, funds, or securities may cash 
under the control of the Court be now invested, and upon whom 
must a petition for conversion of Bank 3 per cent. annuities 
into any of such stocks, funds, or securities, be served ? 

45. Within what time after the filing of his answer mnst a 
defendant leave a printed copy of such answer with the clerks 
of the records, and to what liabilities is a defendant subject if 
he fails to do so ? 

46. By what authority isa retired Chancellor enabled to 
deliver judgment in cases which have been heard before him. 
To whom is such judgment to be delivered, and what are the 
necessary requisites in order to render a decree or order drawn 
up in pursuance of such judgment of the same force and effect 
as if it had been given before the retirement of the Chan- 
cellor ? 

47. What is necessary to be done in order to render a lis 
pendens binding on a purchaser or mortgagee without express 
notice thereof ? 

48. If a defendant desires to read his own answer as evidence 
against the plaintiff, what course must he pursue to entitle him 
to do so ? 

49. For and against whom is a decree in a cause evidence 
and how are its contents proved ? 

V. BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE OF THE COURTS. 

50. State the requisites to support a petition for adjudication 

at the instance of a debtor and the like as against a debtor. 
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51. Name some of the principal acts of bankruptcy which 
may be committed by a trader, and some of those which are 
equally applicable to non-traders. 

52. State some of the acts of bankruptcy which are equally 
applicable to all debtors, whether traders or non-traders. 
(sects. 67, 70, 71, Bankruptcy Act, 1849, and sects. 70, 72, 75, 
86, 73, Bankruptcy Act, 1861.] 

53. How is an act of bankruptcy obtained against a trader 
having privilege of Parliament? (Bankru tey Act. 1849.] 

54. When, and in what manner, can a debtor show canse 
against an adjudication of bankruptcy? ([Sect. 104, Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1849,] 

55. State at what time, and by whom, creditor's assignees 
are chosen. 

56. State some of the riglits and duties of creditors’ assignees. 
[sect. 127, Bankruptcy Act, 1861.] 

57. State the mode in which a change may be effected from 
bankruptcy to arrangement. at the option of creditors, under 
sect. 110 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

58. The like under sections 185, 186, and 187 of the same 
statute. 

59. State the conditions upon which trust deeds for the bene- 
fit of creditors, composition and inspectorship deeds are valid, 
and effectual, and binding on all the creditors of the debtor, 
under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

60. State when, and how, creditors may prove their debts, 

61. What rights have joint creditors under a petition for 
adjudication against one member of a partnership firm. 

62. Give some account of the law of order and disposition. 
[Sect. 125, Bankruptcy Law Consolidation Act, 1849. 

63. State some of the rules to be observed by the Court in 
granting or witholding orders of discharge. 

64. Name some of the offences in respect of which a bank- 
rapt shall be liable to be indicted under the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, and the nature and extent of the punishment. 


VI. Criminat Law aND ProceEDINGs BEFORE Maats- 
TRATES. 
65. Is the cashier of a firm, who is paid partly by a fixed 
and partly by a per centage on profit, but without being liable 
to losses, or having any part in the management of the business, 
= as a servant for embezzling money belonging to the 


66. When a Yang obtains goods by false pretences in one 
county and brings them into another, is he liable in either 
county; and, if cay in one of the two, then in which? 

67. Is a person who climbs to the top of a house with intent 
to enter it through the roof and steal, but is interrupted before 
he has made any opening in the roof, punishable for an attempt 
to break in; and, if not, would his having made an opening in 
pe roof, but without actually entering through it, render him 
80 


68. Can an indictment for perjury be sustained on a false 
answer to a question affecting only the credit of the witness, 
and not otherwise relevant to the issue to be tried? 

69. Is evidence in contradiction of an answer given by a 
previous witness to a question solely affecting credit properly 
receivable; and if in fact received, can an indictment for perjury 
be sustained, if it be false? 

70. If awife receives stolen goods unknown to her husband 
after being informed of it, bargains with the thief for the price 
and pays it, of what offence is the husband guilty? 

71. In what criminal cases may a husband and wife be wit- 
nesses against each other? 

72. In what cases are depositions before magistrates on a pre- 
liminary examination receivable in evidence at the trial? 

78. What summary punishment cau two justices inflict for a 
common assault on any person, and what, for an aggravated as- 
sault upon a boy under fourteen or a female ? 

74. When a charge of common assault made under the 
summary jurisdiction given by 9 Geo, 4, ¢. 31, 8, 27, is dis- 
missed by the justices as not proved, or justified, or so trifling 
as not to merit punishment, is the delivery of a certificate of 
the dismissal discretionary with the justices, or obligatory 
upon them; and can the complainant prevent it by withdraw- 
ing his complaint after service of the summons, but either 
before or duriug the hearing of the case dy the justices. 

75. In what cases can a landlord rocover possession from his 
tenant by summary proceedings before justices ? 

76. Where, upon an information before justices for a breach 
of a Highway Act, a question is bond jide raised whether the 
place of the alleged offence is a highway or not, have the jus- 
tices power to decide that question? ; 

77, Can justices make an affiliation order more than a year 





after the birth of the child, when the mother is the only witness 
to any payment by the alleged father within the twelve months 
but is corroborated in another material particular? 

78. Is there any difference between a defendant in an infor- 
mation for a penalty under the game laws and a defendant on an 
application for an affiliation order in bastardy as far as regards 
their right to be examined as witnesses for themselves; and, if 
so, what is the reason of such difference? 

i 79. Are persons walking four miles from home on a Sunday 
afternoon for amusement or exercise, travellers to whom an 
inn-keeper is allowed to sell wine during the prohibited hours? 





ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 
Trinity Term, 1862. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Tuesday, the 17th 
of June, 1862, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four in 
the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must Jeave his common law admission, or his certificate of 
practice for the current year, at the Secretary’s Office, Rolls- 
yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Monday, the 16th of June, 
1862. 


The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted at 
common law till the last day of term will be received at the 
Secretary’s Office up to 12 o'clock on that day, after which time 
no papers can be received. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
The following days have been ogovintal for the admission of 
attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench:— 


Monday . June 16 | Tuesday. . June 17 


divin 
— 





Potytgcuntc Ixstrtutiox.—The many highly interesting 
and entertaining subjects provided by Professor H. Pepper, the 
manager of this institution, for the gratification, amusement, 
and instruction of the public, entitle him not only to their 
great praise, but also to their unanimous support. For the 
edification of his visitors he gives his very pleasant lecture, 
entitled “What I saw at the International Exhibition; or, 
Half-an-Hour’s Advice to Intending Visitors,” which is highly 
interesting and instructive, and has been listened to with the 
most profound attention. In order to remove any monotony 
which might be felt, the audience are kept well amused by 
means of a highly-finished series of dissolving views, which 
pourtray the various countries represented in the courts of the 
International Exhibition. To those who prefer a systematic 
examination of the International Exhibition to the mere waste 
of time, the hurry and confusion of rushing about in all sorts 
of places with which they are perfectly unacquainted, this dis- ~ 
course will give great satisfaction. In the evening am inter- 
esting series of beautiful dissolving views of London and Paris 
are exhibited. Then there is the concert of the Brousil 
Family; Herr Susman’s remarkable imitations of birds and 
animals; Philosophical lectures by Professor Pepper; George 
Buckland’s serio-comic history of Blue Beard; the id 
iNuminated and ghromatic fountain; and a lecture on Curiosi- 
ties of Science, f; Mr. J. L. King. Professor Pepper intends 
shortly to bring out another new lecture on the chief scientific 
specialities of the International Exhibition. 


L- 
> 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
ANDERSON On June 7, the wife of A. B. Anderson, Esq, Solicitor, 
son, 


ve of a 

BEAVAN—On June 11, at Wimbledon, the wife of Edward Beavan, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

BERE—On June 6, at Exeter, the wife of Montague Bere, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law, of a son, 

PAUNCEFOTE—On June 1, at Dresden, the wife of Julian Pauncefote, 
Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a daughier. 

MARRIAGES, ’ 

PORTSEA—JOLLIFFE—On June 4, Albert Besant, Esq., of Portses, So- 
licitor, to Fanny, Caughter of Robert Fry Jolliffe, Esq., of Fratten Farm, 
Fratton, Portsea. 

CARTER—NORMAN—On June 10, Henry Bonham Carter, Esq., of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, to Sibella Charlotte, daughter of George Warde Norman, 
Esq., of Bromley-common, Kent. 

NORTON—BRETON—On June 3, W. South Norton, 





, of Town Mall- 
ing, Kent, to Lucy Julia, dwughter of the late George Bretow, 
Esq., of Windlesham, Surrey. 

DEATHS. 
BIASINI—On June 10, at Milan, the Signora Biasini, of the late 
Alexander Coekbarn, Esq., and sister of the Lord Justice of Eng- 


land. 








604 


STURMEY—On June 8, after a lengthened illness, Maria, the affection- 
ate wile of Herbert Sturmey, Esq., of Wellington-street, London-bridge, 
and 3 Vanbrugh-terrace, Blackheath. 

THOROWGOOD—On June 7, Katherine Thorowgood, daughter of the 
Rev. Thomas Jones, Chaplain and Reader at the Royal Chapel, White- 


hall. , 

WHEELER—On June 8, Elizebet Agnes, daughter of Henry Wheeler, 
Esq., of Middleton, near Manchester, Solicitor. 

WILDE—On June 4, at 10 Serjeant’s-inn, aged 72, Samuel F, T. Wilde, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple. 


-_--—_—_—_~+>_--- 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 
Fripay, June 6, 1862. 

Frankish, Samuel Cook, and Robert Galland, 23 Parliament-st, Westmin- 
ster, Attorneys, Solicitors, and Parliamentary Agents (Frankish & 
Galland). By mutual consent. Sept 14. 

GMindings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farivar, June 6, 1862. 
UNLIMITED 1N CHANCERY. 


North Wheal Exmouth Mining Company.—The Master of the Rolls will 
proceed, on June 17, at 12, to settle the list of contributories of this 
company. On May 7, F. Whinney, 5 Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn, was ap- 
pointed Official Manager. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farwar, June 6, 1862. 
Butcher, James, 2 St. James’s-churchyard, Silver-st, Bristol, Chemist and 


——— July 24. Henry Collins, Bruton place, Clifton, Bristol, Ex- 
ecutor. 
Cole, William, Reyford, Stonehouse, Gloucestershire. Sept 1. Sol Reece, 


Truro Chambers, 101 New-st, Birmingham. 

Deacon, Ann, 2 Prospect-st, Plymouth, Devonshire, Widow. 
Sols Elworthy, Curtis, & Dawe, Plymouth. 

—— Thomas Watkins, Ifield, Sussex, Miller. July 1. Sol Stedman, 

eld. 

Kendrick, James, Colwall Mill Farm, Colwall, Herefordshire, Farmer. 
July 24, Edward Kendrick, Hill House, Bosbury, Herefordshire, Ad- 
ministrator. 

Schietter, Martin Carl, Birmingham, Warwickshire, Merchant. Sept 1. 
Sol Reece, Truro Chambers, 104 New-st, Birmingham. 

Spooner, Mary, The Hollies, Winson-green, Birmingham, Warwickshire, 
oa Sept 1. Sol Reece, Truro Chambers, 104 New-st, Birming- 

Spooner, William, The Hollies, Winson-green, Birmingham, Warwick- 
shire, Gent. Sept 1. Sols Reece, Truro Chambers, 104 New-st, Bir- 


mingham. 
ad Michael, Slinfold, Sussex, Yeoman. July 7. Sol Sadler, Hors- 


Aug 1. 


Steen, Joseph, Birmingham, Warwickshire, Jeweller. Sept 1. Sol Reece, 
Truro Chambers, 104 New-st, Birmingham. 


TuEspaY, June 10, 1862. 

Beardmore, John, Uplands, near Fareham, Southampton, Esq. July 12. 

Casson, Henry, Dearham, Cumberland, Yeoman. July 1. Sols Tyson & 
Hobson, Maryport. 

Dossor, William James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Chemist and Druggist. June 
21. Sols Shackles & Son, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

i -_ Clapham-common, Surrey. July 19. Sol Eade, Middle 

le, 

Fleming, Thomas, Longridge, Lancashire, Quarry Master. Aug. Sol 
Winstanley & Charnley, Preston. ri 5 

Freeman, John, 4 Old Bond-st, and 4 Silchester-rd, Notting-hill, Middle- 
sex, Tailor, Aug 1. Sols Hunter & Cook, 39 St. James’s-st, London. 

Gaitskell, Elizabeth, Yearton, Cumberland. June 15, Sols Brockbank 
& Helder, Whiteheven. 

i ee Liverpool, Merchant. June 14. Sols Anderson & Collins, 

ool. 

Hutton, Rev. Charles Henry, New Quay, St. Columb, Cornwall, Clerk. 

— 29. . Sol Britten, Northampton. 
nshaw, Jeremiah, Ashton-upon-Mersey, Cheshire, Surgeon. July 24. 
Sols Goulden & Swinburne, Manchester. , ‘ P 

Skrimshire, Rev. Henry Fenwick, Hertfordshire, Clerk. July 15. Sols 
Spence & Hawks, Hertford. 

Spurway, Gilbert, formerly 48 Tufton-st, Westminster, and late 4 North- 
st, Westminster, Plasterer. July 7. Sol Kempster, 1 Portsmouth-pl, 
Lower Kennington-lane, Lambeth. 

Tyler, Benjamin, Sen., Aston-st, Birmingham, Butcher. June 24, Sol 
Reeves, Birmingham. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farwar, June 6, 1862. 


Blachford, Margaret Susan, formerly of Hemel Hempstead, Hertfordshire, 
ah ~~ S Herne Bay, Kent. June 28, Blachford v. Woolley, V. C 
ersley. 
De Pontes, Mary Ann Davesies, formerly Mary Ann Dolphin, July 12. 
De Pontes v. Kendall and Ford v. De Pontes, M. R. 
Davies, James, 59 Paradise-st, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Master Mariner. 
_ June 30. Baker v. Ford, M.R. 
Francklin, John, Gonalston Hall, Nottinghamshire, Esq. June 26. 
Francklin v. Edgell and Hole ». Edgell, V. C. Kindersley. 
Hely, James Price, Norfolk-crescent, Bath, a Major-General in the British 
aor a ae ee v. Newman, M.R. 
ns, n. organshi Tailor. July 4. Ponsford v. 
Jenkins, V. ¢. Seuart. ri “ 
» Charles Edward, Itchell-house, Crondall, Southampton, lo 
July 12, Lefroy v. Lefroy, V. C. Stuart. . cena: 
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(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 

Armstrong, Richard Legh Wilson, Waterloo, Liverpool, Merchant. June 
26. Armstrong v. Armstrong, Office of Registrar, 10 Camden-pl, Pres- 
ton. 

Tuespay, June 10, 1862. 

Atherden, Mary, Charlton, near Dover, Widow. July 8, Bradley v. 
Carly, V. C. Stuart. 

Davies, James, 59 Paradise-st, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Master Mariner. 
June 30. Baker v. Ford, M. R. 

Fisher, Robert, Great Wilbraham, Cambridgeshire. July 1. Fisher v. 
Fisher, V. C. Stuart. 

Gee, Joseph, Cottingham, Yorkshire. July 9. Gee v. Liddell, M. R. 

Lefroy, Charles Edward, Itchell-house, Crondall, Hants, Esq. July 
12, Lefroy v. Lefroy, V. C. Stuart. 

Nield, Thomas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Cotton Spinner. July 8. Nield v. 
Nield, V. C. Wood. 

Parsons, Louisa, Copenhagen-wharf, Limehouse, Middlesex, Widow. 
July 12. Parsons v. Gibbs, V. C. Stuart. 

Taylor, William, Quoradon, Leicestershire, Builder. July 3. Harris v. 
Spencer, M. R. 

Trotter, William St. Clair, Richmond-crescent, Barnsbury, Middlesex, 
Gent. July 10. Gregory v. Hampton, V. C, Stuart. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, June 6, 1862, 
Causton, Arthur, Liverpool, Civil Engineer. May 14, 
Great Knight Rider-st, Doctor’s-commons, 
Jackson, Frederick, Aspley Gruse, Bedfordshire, Carpenter. 
Sol Green, Woburn. 
Routlidge, George, Doncaster, Chemist and Druggist. May 26. Sol 
Wright, Doncaster. 
Wentworth, Edward, Half Moon, Putney, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. 
May 15. Sols Shaen & Grant, Kennington-cross. 
Tugspay, June 10, 1862. 
Hutchinson, Ralph, Wallsend, Northumberland, Blacksmith. May 23. 
Sol Johnston, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Renison, Charles, Louth, Upholsterer. June 3, Sol Sharpley, Louth. 


eens registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farnay, June 6, i862, 
Armitage, Philemon, Huddersfield, Waste Dealer. May 21. Assignment. 
Reg June 4. 
Baker, Richard, 16 Mark-lane, London, Merchant. May 31. Assignment. 
Reg June 5. 
Bell, Anthony, Pelton, Durham, Grocer. May 28. Composition. Reg 


Sol Shaw, 20 
May 27, 


June 3. 
Bigsby, the Rev. Robert Henry, Tamworth, Clerk, May 21. Assignment. 


Reg June 4. 

Chisman, John, 42 Albany-st, Regent’s-park, Middlesex, Stationer. May 
31. Composition. Reg June 4, 

Coghlan, Patrick, Lower Sackville-st, Dublin, Draper. May 28. Assign- 
ment. Reg June 4. 

Donald, William, Hartlepool, Merchant. May 20. Composition. Reg 


June 5, 
Erskine, Charles, Bristol, Draper. May 23. Conveyance. Reg June 3. 
Evans, James, Birdham, Sussex, Bread Baker. May 15. Assignment. 
Reg June 2. 
Field, Richard, Southampton, Silversmith, May 26. Composition. Reg 


June 4, 

Fielding, James, Manchester, Estate Agent. June 4. Composition. Reg 
June 5, 

Fletcher, George Henry, 1 Church-road, Aston, Warwickshire, Commer- 
cial Traveller. June 2. Composition. Reg June 4. 

Grant, William, Dalton, near Huddersfield, Common Brewer. May 14. 
Assignment. Reg June 4. 

Grout, William, Stratford, Essex, Saw Mill Owner and Cooper. June 3. 


Composition. Reg June 5. F 
Guest, Robert, Bedford, Lancaster, Brewer. May 22. Inspectorship. 


Reg June 5. 

Guildford, Christopher, Canterbury-road, Kilburn, Middlesex, Baker. 
May 26. Inspectorship. Reg June 5. 

Gurney, Matthew, Great Yarmouth, Fish Curer. May 19. Assignment. 
Reg June 4. 

Hill, Charles, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffo , Grocer. May 7. 
Conveyance. Reg June 3. 

Hook, Charles, New Inn, Marylebone-st, and Green-row, Landport, Hants, 
Licensed Victualler. May 27. Conveyance. Reg June 4. 

Jones, Isaac, Castle-st, Conway, Carnarvonshire, Grocer. May 24. As- 
signment. Reg June 5. 

Kilner, James, & Edwin Kilner, Huddersfield, Woollen Drapers (James 
Kilner & Son). May 8. Composition. Reg June 4. 

King, George, 18 Frith-st, Soho, Middlesex, Coal Merchant. May 28. 
Conveyance. Reg June 4. 

Leigh, John, Bradley-green, Biddulph, Staffordshire, Grocer. May 15. 
Conveyance. Reg June 5. ‘ 

Liewellin, Thomas, 106 Redcliffe-st, Bristol, Gas Fitter. May 27. Con- 
veyance. Reg June 5. 

Maliphant, John, and Dan Lloyd, Brynmawr, Breconshire, Grocers. June 
3. Composition. Reg June 5. 

Maynard, Alfred, Newton Abbot, Devonshire, Painter. May 24. Assign- 
ment. Reg June 4. 

Merriman, John, Travel-lane, Pembroke Dock, Pembrokeshire, Black- 
smith. May 7. Conveyance. Reg June 3. 

Middleton, William Thomas, 40 Grafton-st, Globe-fields, Mile-end, Auc- 
tioneer. June 4. Composition. Reg June 5, 

Milton, Robert, Hounslow, Clothier. May 7. Composition. Reg June 3. 

Morley, John, Lenton Hall, Nottingham-park, Nottinghamshire, and Not- 
tingham, Cotton Spinner. May 24. t. Reg June 2. 

Newsham, William Henry, Manchester, Indiarubber Thread Cutter. May 
29. ment. Reg June 5, 

Owston, Robert, Glamford Briggs, Lincolnshire, Gent. May8. Arrange- 
ment. Reg June 4, 

Payne, William, 18 Arthur-st, Camberwell, Surrey, Clerk in the Admi- 
ralty. May 31. Arrangement. Reg June 3, 

Annette’s-crescent, Lower-rd, Middlesex, Merchant. 


Philipp, David, 16 
June 2, Composition. Reg June 4. 
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Stead, im, Lane, San ee May 12. lng. Reg June 4, 
Stone, William James, Bristol, Grocer. “May 23. Conveyance. Reg 


June 
Betton, ime, Liverpool, Cart Owner. May 13. Assignment. Reg 
une 


bean gh George, Richmond, Yorkshire, Draper. May 8. Assignment. 

g June 5. 

Vincent, John, 10 Westbourne-grove North, Bayswater, Estate Agent. 
June 2. Composition. Reg June 4 

Webb, William Samuel, Fleet-street, Landport, Southampton, Baker. 
May 22. Conveyance. Reg June 3. 
Wilmot, Henry, 50 a ep Bristol, Glass and China Dealer. May 23. 
Conveyance. une 4. 

Wood; Jabez dane 10 Cornhill, London, Insurance Broker. June 4. 
Conveyance. Reg June 4. 


Turspay, June 10, 1862. 
- os 100 Fairfield-st, Manchester, Baker. May 9. Assignment. 


cutter, over John, Knutsford, Chester, Clothier. May 19. Assignment. 

eg June 4. 

Davies, William, and William Potter, Aco" abr Monmouthshire, 
Drapers. May 13. Assignment. Reg June 9. 

ba. = James, Bolton-le-Moors, Contractor. May 30. Assignment. Reg 


9. 

Escott, Bee sane 18 Redcliffe-hill, Bristol, Ironmonger, May 14. Assign- 

ment. 

Knight, Edward, © “ikerenhappach Knight, Northampton, Machinists, 

May 22. Conveyance. Reg June 

Leech, Samuel, 6 Mellor-ter, Lower Firoughton- Salford, Corn Dealer. 
May 14, Assignment. Reg Jun 

Lewis, Lucien, 60 Nichols-sq, Hackney-r Middlesex, Merchant’s Clerk. 
June 5. Conveyance. Reg June 

Meacham, John, Gefn = sy Montgomeryshire, Farmer. May 9, 
Conveyance. Reg June 5 

Moore, George Storey, & "Sarah Hall, Monkwearmouth, Shipbuilders, 
May 9. Composition. Reg June 6. 

Mss A am an: Manchester, Flour Dealer. June 4. Composition. Reg 

June 7. 

Patterson, George Thomas, Limerick Inn, Great Bridge, Tipton, Stafford- 
shire, and Cross Guns a West Bromwich, Licensed Victualler. June 2. 
Inspectorship. Reg June 

Ridgway, Henry, 72 Pentonvile-a Middlesex, Commission Agent. June 

Composition. Reg June 5 
smith John, King See Halifax, Cabinet Maker. May 12. Convey- 


Reg sw 
Steinberg, Otto Rudolph Julius, & Frederick Alexander Cume Aberson, 
37 and 38 Mark-lane, mye General Commission Merchants. May 14, 
Assignment. June 
Welfare, Edward, Senteas, Hastings, Grocer. May 10. Assignment. 


Reg June 4. 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, June 6, 1862, 


Adams, William Hebbern, Chelford, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Pet June 4, 
Manchester, June 17 at 11. Sol Gartside, Manchester. 

Ansell, Asbury, Birmingham, Potatoe Salesman. Pet June 4. Birming- 
ham, June 20 at 12. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 

Anstey, William, Little Sampford, Essex, Victualler. Pet May 26. Lon- 
don, June 17 at 1. Sols Thurgood, Saffron Walden, and Field & Roscoe 
36 Lincoln's inn-fields. 

Baker, Jonathan, Barnet, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 3. London, 
June 17 at 2.30. Sol Layton, jun., 9 Church-row, Islington. 

Bale, William, 13 Hill-st, Walworth, Surrey, Coal Dealer. Pet (in forma 
ee May 29. London, June 18 at 12. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate- 


Bird, 1g a Chatteris, Cambridgeshire, Farmer. Pet June 4. March, 
July 2at12. Sol Ollard, Upwell. 

Blackely, Andrew, Cumberland Hotel, Silloth, Cumberland, Innkeeper, 
Pet June 2. Wigton, June 17 at 2. ‘Sol Saul, Carlisle. 

Bramwell, William Cook, Newmarket-bldgs, Blackburn, Butcher. Man- 
chester, June 20 at 12. 

Briscoe, John Edward, Shurlach-lane, Cheshire, Grocer. Pet June 4. 
Northwick, June 23 at 11. Sol Dunstan, Northwich. 

Brown, James Joseph, & James Briggs, Monkwearmouth, = Builders, 
Pet June 2. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 19 at 12. Sols A. J.& W. 
Moore, Sunderland. 

Brown, Robert, Murton-st, Sunderland, Ship Owner Pet June 3. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, June 19 at }1. Sol Young, Sunderland. 

Buckley, John, Stand-lane, Pilkington, near Bury, Dealer in Ale. Pet 
June 2. Bury, June 19 at 12. Sol Stiles, Manchester, 

Bursell, Henry, Kenilworth, Farmer. Pet June 4. Birmingham, June 
23 at 12. Sols H & Allen, Birmingham. 

Carter, Joel Horatio, . Bookseller, Pet June 3. London, June 
H, at 2. Sols Thomas ei Hollams, Mincing-lane, and Conquest, Bed- 


ford. 

‘Castro, Thome de, jun., 17 Gracechurch-st, oma Merchant. Pet May 
30. ,London, June 17 at 12.30. Sols Davidson & Co. Weavers’ Hall. 
Carruthers, James, 27 Chureh-st, Lee, Blackheath, Kent, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. ‘Pet (in forma pauperis) June 3. Londun, June 23 at 10. Sols 

Aldridge & eg 1 46 Moorgate-st. 

Chaleur Thomas, h Ousegate, York, Hosier. Pet May 30. Leeds, 
June 19 at 11. Sols Richardson & ‘Turner, Leeds. 

Clarke, Henry Wick, 8 Providence-row, Old Ford-rd, Bow, Middlesex, 
Carpenter. Pet June 4. London, June 18 at 11. 30. Sol Hill, 10 Bas- 
inghall-st. 

Cook, Robert, 328 High-st, Wapping, Cork Manufacturer. Pet May 29 
London, June 17 at 11. Sol Forsyth, 10 Lombard-st. 

Conway, John, 3 Todd-st, Manchester, Plate Glass Dealer, Pet June 4. 
Manchester, June 23 at 11. Sols Crowther & Farrington, Manchester. 
Cooper, Joseph, Newton-heath, Manchester, Manufacturer. Pet June 3, 

Manchester, June 18 at 12. Sol Welch, Manchester. 

Cottrell, Charles, sen; 1 Lyndon-ter, Monument-lane, Warehouseman. 
Pet June 2. Birmingham, July 7 at 10. Sol Parry, Birmingham 

Cross, Henry, Sunderland, Ship Broker. Pet June 3, Newcastle- -upon- 
Lig Ss June 20 at 10.30. Sol Brignal, ——. 

Cross, John, Gotham, Nottinghamshire, Lace Maker. Pet June 2 (in 
forma pauperis). Nottingham, July 16 at 10. Sol Maples, Nottingham. 


Crowle, Leonard George, 8 Windsor-grove, Old Kent-rd, , Commis- 
= Agent. Pet June2. London, June 18 at 11. Sal 8 Old 


, John Pickering, Liverpool, Merchant. Pet June4. Liverpool, 
June ig at ‘il. Sol Duke, Live: 

Dale, Henry Cawthorn, Highbury ‘New-park, Middlesex, Produce Broke r. 
Pet June 4. London, June 23 at 11. Sols Thomas & Hollams, Min- 
cing-lane-chambers. 

Davies, William, Maesbrook, ete ea Pet May 23. Os- 
westry, June 21 at 12. Sol Jones, Welch: 

Dawson, oe George-inn-yd, 70 High-st, Southwark, Clerk to a Car- 
= Pet May 31. London, June 18 at 12. Sol Silvester, 18 Great 

Day, David, Luton, Straw Manufacturer. Pet June 4. London, June 19 
at 11.30. Sol Braddon, 5 Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

, Frederick, Stamford, Dealer in Musical Instruments. Pet June 
3. Nottingham, July 8 at ll. Sol Law, Stamford. 

Dovener, Thomas, , Lancashire, Stonemason. Pet June 2. Burn- 

ley, June 23 at 3. Sols Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. : 
William, Huddersfield, Solicitor. Pet June 3. Leeds, June 16 
at 11. Sols Bond & Barwick, 

Duke, George, Newport, Isle of Wight, Grocer. Pet June 3, London, 
June 17 at 2.30. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry, and Eldridge, 


Newport. 
Duncalfe, John, Tong, Salop, Horse Breaker. Pet June 2. Madeley, 
July 12 at 12. Sol Bartlett, Wolverhampton. 
30 (in forma pau- 


Duvall, Henry, New House, Buxted, Sussex. Pet Ma: 
peris). Lewes, June 1 at 11. Sol Goodman, " 

Edwards, John, Suffolk-st, Ashton-under-Lyne, Waste Dealer. 
Pet June 3. Ashton-under-Lyne, June 19 at 11, Sol Rawlinson, 6 
Mount-street, ester. 

Edwards, Joseph, Lower Heyford, Northam ire, Innkeeper. Pet 
—_ Northampton, June 21 at 10. Sheild & White, Nor- 


ampton. 
Everety Fewige 2 Montague-hill, Bristol, Hat Manufacturer. Pet June 
ristol, June 19 at 12. Sol Roper. 

Forster, James Gilson, 31 Balsall-st, Birmingham, Tailor. Pet June 2, 
Birmingham, July 7 at 10. Sol East, Birmingham. 

Gaunt, Richard, 49 Unett-st, peg agg ole Button Maker. Pet June 4, 
Birmingham, "July 7 at1l0. Sol Allen, Bi 

Green, Matilda, Liverpool, Dealer = French r Goals. Pet June 4, Liver. 
pool, June 19 at 11. Sol Duke, Liverpool. 

Hall, Samuel Henry, 4 Percival-st, Goswell-rd, Middlesex, Watch Case 
Engraver. Pet June 3. London, June 19at11. Sol Cooper, 9 Char- 


ing-cross. 

Hawkins, ¥ William, 4 Bandon-road, St James’s-rd, Victoria-park, Commis- 
sion Agent. Pet June 2. 1 Crossfield, 2 Elizabeth-ter, Hackney-rd. 

Healy, Edmund Francis, 6 Meredith-street, Clerkenwell, Middlesex, Je- 
wellery Setter. Pet June 3. London, June23at 10. Sol Layton, jun, 
9 Church-row, Islington. 

, Jonah, jun, Aston-rd, Birmingham, Maltster. Pet June 2. Bir 
mingham, June 16at12. Sols W. & A. Morgan, Birmingham. 

— Henry George, 31 North-st, Lisson-grove, Middlesex, Baker. Pet 

June 3 (in forma pauperis). London, Tene’ 19 at 12. Sols Aldridge & 
Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Hyde, William, Banbury, Oxfordshire, Carpenter. Pet June 4. Banbury 
June 21 at 10. Sol Pellatt. 

Jackson, John, Railway Inn, North Shields, Publican. Pet June 3. New- 
a Tyne, June 19 at 12. Sols Harle & Co, 20 Southampton- 

gs 

Jacobs, John, 102 Middlesex-st, Whitechapel, Middlesex, Butcher. Pet 
May 30. London, June 17 at 2. Sol Padmore, 27a Bridge-rd, Lambeth. 

Jeu Joseph, Gellyfailog, Merthyr Tydfil, Carrier. Pet June 2, Merthyr 
Tydfil, June 21 at 2. Sol Forwood, Merthyr Tydfil. 

Jankowski, Joseph Julien, 15 Buckingham-place, Fitzroy-square, Middle- 
sex, Designer. Pet June 2. London, June 17 at 3. Sol Buchannan, 13 
Basinghall-st. 

Lancashire, John, Middleton, Lancashire, Silk Manufacturer, Pet June 
2. Manchester, June 19 at 11. Sol Boote, Manchester. 

Lewis, John, 10 Quay-st, St Mary Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Out-door Off- 
cer in her egy caamae Pet June 4. Cardiff, June 23 at li, 
Sol Wlicocks, Cardiff. 

Limmer, Robert Ellis, Coltishall, Norfolk, Veterinary Surgeon. Pet May 
30. Aylesham, June 17 at 10. Sol Garwood, Wells. 

Lucas, Nathan, Brixton-hill, Surrey, Baker. Pet June 3, London, June 
18 at 11.30. Sol Jones, 61 Chancery-lave. 

Marston, William Henry, Officer in the Merchant Service. May 23. 
London, June 18 at 12. Sol Aldridge, 46 as 

May, George, Scotter, Lincolnshire, Tailor. Pet June 4. Gainsborough, 
Jnne 24 at 11. Sol Bladon, Gainsborough. 

Mellam, Charles, Baldock, Hertfordshire, Butcher. Pet June 3. London, 
June 19 at ll. Sol Eldred, 8 Great James-st, London. 

Merritt, George John, John-st, Landport, Portsea, Hants, Stonemason. 
Pet June 2. Portsmouth, June 24 at 11. Sol Paffard, Portsea. 

Newby, John, Stone-bridge-cottage, Herman-hill, Wanstead, 
Victualler. Pet June 2. London, June 19 at 11. Sol Beard, 10 Ba- 
singhall-street. 

Palmer, John, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet May 16. Lancaster, June 19 
at 12. Sol Paget, Skipton, 

inson, James, Northampton, Organ Builder. Pet June 2. Northamp- 
ton, June 31 at 10. Sols Sheild & White, Northampton. 

Peach, John Wesley, Sheffield, Confectioner. Pet May 27. Leeds, June 
16 at 10. Sols Wright, Carlisle; and Smith & Burdikin, 

Porter, John Arnold, 50 Granby-st, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 
29. Nottingham, June 24 at 11. r, Leicester. 

Savage, George, Beeston, Nottinghamshire, Chemist. Pet June 2. Not- 
tingham, July 16 at 10. Sol Cooper, Nottingham. 

Smith, George, 27 Marylebone-lane, Middlesex, Grocer. Pet May 31. 
London, June 17 at 2. Sol Dobson, 1 James-st, Adelphi. 

Smith, James, White Lion Inn, Radford, Labourer. Pet June 3 (in forma 
pauperis). Nottingham, July 16 at 10. Sol Maples, Nottingham, 

Smith, Richard, & Joseph; Kellsall, Liverpool, Fish Salesmen. Pet June 
4. Liverpool. June 17 at 11, Sol Husband usband, Liv: ° 

Snow, George Henry, Bideford, Devonshire, : Saddler. Pet May 5. Bide- 
ford, June 19 at 11. Sol Bencroft, Barnstaple 

Stafford, John, & J Stafford, jun, Albion-mill, near New-mills, 
Derbyshire, Cotton Waste Spinners. Pet May 20, Manchester, June 





19 at 12. Sols Sale & Co, Manchester, aad Howard, Stockport. 
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Staniforth, Charies, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. Pet June 3. Shef- 
field, June 18 at 2. Sol Broadbent, Sheffield. 

Story, Thomas Lee, Thrapstone, Northamptonshire, Draper. Pet June 4. 
Thrapstone, June 18 at 10. Sol Taylor, Peterborough. 

Stranan, James George, 5 Southampton-st, Camberwell, Surrey, Apprai- 
ser. Pet dune 3. London, June 18 at 11.30. Sol Chipperfield, 3 Tri- 
nity- st, Sothwark. 

Thatcher, Thomas Sidney, 18 Pudding-lane London, Dealer in Orange and 
Lemon Peel. Pet June 3. London, June 23 at 10. Sol Catclipole, 
23 Great Tower-st. 

Thomas, Rees, 25 Back-st, Swansea, Glamorganshire, Weaver. 
3. Swansea, July 9 at 3. Sol Morris, Swansea. 

Thorneley, James, Back-lane, Newton, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet June 3. Hyde, June 23 at 3. Sol Ellison, Glossop. 

Till, George, Rhyd, Great Malvern, Dealer in Cider. Pet (in forma pau- 
peris) May 20. Upton-upon-Severn, June 27 at 12. Sol Wilson, Wor- 
cester. 

Topp, William Cable, Belper, Derbyshire, Brushmaker. 
Belper, Jane 17 at 11. Sol Walker, Belper. 

Thwaites, John Hall Brock, Bristol, Surgeon. Bristol, June 
18 atl. Sols Brittan & Sons, Bristol, 

Vesey, Thomas Wilton, Keynsham, Somersetshire, Butcher. Pet May 
25. Bristol, June 16 at 11. Sols Vassall & Parr, Bristol. 

Waller, William, Sheffield, Butcher. Pet May 24. Leeds, June 16 at 10. 
Sol Branson, Sheffield. 

Walker, Albert, Wind-st, Neath, Glamorganshire, Butcher. Pet May 17. 
Neath, June 26 at 12. Sol Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Wheston, Joseph, Pampisford, Cambridgeshire, Retailer of Beer. Pet May 
31. London, June 17 at 11.30. Sols Aldridge & Bromley, ! South-sq, 
Gray’s-inn. 

Wakelin, William Holmes, Ealing, Middlesex, Builder. Pet June 2. Lon- 
don, June 17 at 3. Sols Philp & Philp, 26 Bucklersbury, 

Wompbell, John, Ikeston, Derbyshire, Printer. Pct May 2, 
June 17 at tl. Sol Brewis, Nottingham. 


ToEspaY, June 10, 1862. 


Alcock, Thomas Joy, Halford Bridge, Warwickshire, Grocer, Pet June 
2. Birmingham, June 20 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham, 
ané Looker, Banbury. 

Arnold, Louis, 19 John-st, America-sq, Minories, Tailor, Pet June 7. 
London, June 23 at 11, Sol Davies, 9 Union-ct, Old Broad-st. 

Arthur, George John, 8 Sidinouth-st, St. Pancras, Middlesex, Auctioneer. 
Pet June 5. London, June 24 at 12.30. Soi Leader, 59 Newman-st, 
Oxford-st. 

Bartlam, Richard, Aston Cantlow, Warwickshire, Wheelwright. 
7. Alcester, June 2! at il. Sol Greves, Stratford-upon-Avon. 

Bell, Wiiliam George, Madely, Worcestershire, Farmer. Pet June 7. 
Birmingham, June 23 at 12. Scls Price, Stourbridge, and Smith, bir- 
mingham, 

Boultwood, Thomas, 7 Mira-rd, Old Kent-rd, House Agent. 
London, June 24 at 11. Sol Barton, 26 Birchin-lane. 

Bradley, William, 15 North Walls, Kingston upon-Hull, Furniture Dealer. 
Pet June 6. Kingston-upon-Hull, June 21 at 11. Sol Summers, Hull. 

Britton, John, 18 Jackson’s-row, Manchester, Shopkeeper. Pet June 4. 
Manchester, July 1 at 9.50. Sol Stiles, Manchester, 

Cave, Stephen, 42 New Church-rd, Hackney, Middlesex, Grocer. 
June 7. London, June 23 at 11. Sol Munday, 6 Essex-st, Strand. 

Child, John, 27 Weymouth-ter, Hackney-rd, Builder. Pet (in forma pau- 
peris) June 7. London, June 24 ati. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate: st. 

Cook, Frederick, 8 Viila-ter, St. Andrew’s-rd, Southampton, Engineer. 
Pet (in forma pauperis) June 5. London, June 23at 10. Sols Aldridge 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Cole, James Ormond, 4 Montague-pl, Poplar, Rigger. Pet June 5, 
don, June 24.at 12. Sol Buchannan, 13 Basinghuall-st. 

Coombs, Charles William, Roseland, Mumbles, Oystermouth, Glamorgan- 
shire, Auctioneer. Pet (in forma pauperis) May 20. Cardiff, June 25 
at 12. Sol Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Davenport, William, Longton, Staffordshire, Beerseller. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Jane 21 at 11. sol Cooper, Tunstall. 

Davies, Thomas, | John-st, Warwick-st, Liverpool, Master Mariner. Pet 
Jane 5. London, June 23 at 10, Sols Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 
Old Jewry-chambers. 

Doyle, Samuel, Runeorn, Cheshire, Master Mariner. 
pool, June 23 at 1! 30. Sol Cartwright, Chester. 

Dufour, Alexander Vernier, 39 Maismore-sq, New Peckham, Surrey, 
Schoo!master. Pet (in forma pauperis) June 3. London, June 23 at 
11. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Eckford, Edwin Thomas Henry, Cobham Cottage, Tranmere-park, Cheshire 
Book-keeper. PetJune 4. Birkenhead, June 18 at 1. Sol Copeman, 
Liverpool. 

Fisher, William Dixon, Birmingham, Warehouse Clerk. Pet June 6. 
tirmingham, June 20 at lz. Sel Smith, Birmingham. 

Freeman, William, Kingston Cross, Kingston, Portsea, Stationer. 
June 5. Portsmouth, June 24 at 12. Sol Paffard, Portsea. 

Garbutt, John, 2 Sister's-ter, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tailor. 
Kingston-upon-Huil, June 21 at 11.30. Sol Reed, Huil. 

Gieadell, George, Dyer’s Arms, Lombard-st, Manchester, Licensed Victu- 
aller. PetJune 4. Manchester, July 1 at 9.30. Sol Eltoft, Manches- 
ter. 

Greatrex, Thomas, Joseph Waters, & James Greatrex, Coventry, 
Ribbon Manufacturers. Pet May 29. Birmingham, June 23 at 12. 
toils James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Hadkins, John, 43 Mark-lane, London, Commission Agent. Pet June 7. 
London, June 2C at 11. Sols Sydney & Son, 46 Finsbury-circus. 

Harris, William, 8 Portland-st, Flathouse, Lundport, Portsea, Superan- 
nuated Shipwright. May 1. Winchester, June 24 at 1}. Sol Stening, 
Portsea. 

Haskayne, Edward, 74 Virgil-st, Liverpool, Auctioneer. 
Liverpool, June 23 at 3- sol Henry, Liverpool, 

Heath, William, Staffurd, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 7. Stafford, 
June 30 at iil. Sol Hinds. 

Hope, Benjamin, 9 Ely-pl, Holborn, Middlesex, Attorney-at-Law. Pet (in 
forma pauperis) June 6, London June 25 at 11. Sols Aldridge & Brom- 
ley, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Huchet, Augustus James, 8 Union-ct, Old Broad-st, London, Foreign 
Agent. Pet (in forma pauperis) June 4. London, June 24 at 12. Sols 
Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st 

Illingworth, Asa, Ossett-street- side, near Dewsbury, Innkeeper. Pet (in for- 


Pet June 


Pet May 30. 
Pet June 4, 


Nottingham, 


Pet June 


Pet June 3. 


Pet 


Lon- 


Pet June 6, 


Pet June 6. Liver- 


Pet 


Pet June 5. 


Pet June 7. 
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ecg May 30. Dewsbury, June 20 at 11, So) Haigh, Hudders- 
fiel 


Jackson, Charles, Winteringham, Lincolnshire, Butcher. Pet June 2. 
Barton-upon-Humber, June 30 at 12. Sol Hett, Brigg. 
James, Thomas, Sheen, Buckinghamshire, Timber Merchant. Pet June 3. 

High Wycombe, June 23 at 12. Sol Spicer, Great Marlow. 
Johnson, Joseph, North Moor, Oldham, Cotton Spinner, Pet May 30. 


aan June 24 at 12. Sols Brooks, Marshall, & Brooks, Man- 

chester. 

Johnson, Joseph, 6 Flora-villas, Albion-gardens, Hammersmith, Plumber. 
Pet June 4. London, June 24 at 12. Sol Hare 6 Old Jewry. 

Johnson, William Heury, Rainhiil, Lancashire, Ship Owner. Pet June 5, 
Liverpool, June 23 at 11. Sols Fletcher & Hull, Liverpool. 

Jones, Thomas, Smelting, Cardiganshire, Farmer. Pet May 24, Abery- 
stwith, June 24at10. Sol Vaughan, Aberystwith. 

Jones, John, Bodcoll, Cardiganshire, Farmer. Pet May 23. Aberystwith, 
June 24 at 10. Sol Vaughan, Aberystwith. 

Kent, William Gooch, Uggeshall, Suffolk, Wheelwright. Pet June 5, 
Halesworth, June 24at 12. Sol Read, Halesworth. 

Kern, Joseph, High-st, Swansea, Watch Maker. Pet June 2. Cardiff, 
June 25 at 12. Sol Wileocks, Cardiff. 

Koller, Alexander Maximillian Von, 27 Leadenhall-st, Foreign Bookseller . 
Pet May 29. London, June 26 at 11. Sols Parke & Pollock, 63 Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. > 

Ledgard, Joshua, Daw-green, he ae rag # and Charles Ledgard, Woollen 
Scribblers, Pet June 6, Dewsbury, June 20 at 11. Sol Haigh, Hud- 
dersfield. 

Levick, John, Holmsfield, Lydgate, Derbyshire, Publican. Pet June 5, 
Chesterfield, July 2 at 12. Sol Binney, Sheffield. 

Levy, Herman, 35 Great Alie-st, Goodman’s-fields, Middlesex, Jeweller, 
Pet June 7. London, June 23 at 11. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Oid 

lewry. 

Lucy, William Everard, Railway Station, Canterbury, Station Master. 
Pet June 3. Canterbury, June 24 at 2. Sol Fielding, Canterbury, 

Marsden, Mark, Boothroyd-lane, Dewsbury, Weaver. Pet June 6. Dews- 
bury, June 20 at 11. Sol Harle, Leeds, 

Martin, Henry, Cherry Tree Inn, Great Houghton, Northamptonshire, 
Licensed Victualler. Pet June 7. Northampton, June 21 at 10. Sol 
Tomalin, Northampton. ’ 

Miller, William, 3 Aveta. Kingsdown, Bristol, Shoe Maker, Pet June 
5. Bristol, June 20 at 11. Sol Henderson, Bristol. 

Newton, Henry Washington, 1 Montpelier-st, Brompton, Picture Dealer, 
Pet June6 (in forma pauperis). London, June 2a at 11. Sols Aldridge 
& Bromley, 46 Moorgate-st. 


Nicholass, Joseph Henry, Witham, Essex, Master of Witham Union, Pet 
June 3, London, June 24 at 11. Sol Robinson & Haycock, 32 Charter- 


house-sq. 

Rhodes, ie, Spon-lane, Westbromwich, Glass Blower. Pet Juve 4. 
Oldbury, June 16 at 11. Sol Jackson, Westbromwich. 
Robinson, James, Stanwix, Cumberland, Cattle Dealer. Pet Jure 4. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 30 at}. Sols Wright Carlisle, and Hoyle, 

Newcastle upon-Tyne. 

Rogert, Peter, Wrexham, Denbighshire, Tailor. Pet June6. Wrexham, 
June 23 at 10. Sol Acton, Wrexham. 

Sharp, Richard David, Ash-common, Surrey, Fly Proprietor, Pet June 5 
(in forma pauperis), London, June 24 at 12, Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor- 


gate-st 

Shepherd, William, Berry Edge, Durham, Bullder. Pet May 27. New- 
castic-upon-Tyne, June 30 at 12. Suis Compton, Berry Edge, and Hoyle, 
Neweastic-upon-‘Tyne.. 

Skinner, Robert, Goodleigh, Devonshire, Innkeeper. Pet June 3. Barn- 
staple, June 15 at iz. Sol Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Spearman, Benjamin Hector, Wolverhampoon? Attorney's Clerk. Fet 
Jane 2, Birmingham, June 23 at 12. Sols James & Knight, Birmirg- 
ham. 

Stevens, John, 12 Upper St James's-st, Brighton, Poxlterer. Pet June 5, 
Brighton, June 26 at 11. Sol Goodman, Brighton. 

Stokes, George, 44 Denbigh-st, Pimlico, Clerk in Holy Orders, Pet June 
3(in forma pauperis). London, June 24 at 11. Sol Aldridge, 46 Moor- 

‘ate-st. 

Png Henry, 5 Hope-ter, Three Colts-st, and 36 Three Colts-st, Lime- 
house, Middlesex, Linendraper. Pet June 9. London, June 23 ut 11, 
Sols Stevens & Satchell, 9 Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Stratford, James, jun., Knight’s-hill, Upper Norwood, Clerk. Pet June 5. 
London, June 23atl1. Sol Williams, 3 Lawrence-lane. 

Suffield, Charles Radford, Heath-road, Harborne, Staffordshire, Surgeon. 
Pet June 5. Birmingham, July 7at 10. Sol Foster, Birmingham. 

Tallent, John, John-st, Norwich, Cab Proprietor. Pet June5, Norwich, 
June 23 at 11. Sol Chittock, Norwich. 

Treleaven, William, Wadebridge, Cornwall, Blacksmith. Pet June 4. 
St. Columb, lune 19 at 10. Sol Symons, Wadebridge. 

Turner, Jonathan, Huddersfield, Grocer. Pet June6. Leeds, June 23 at 
11. Sols Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Walker, Richard, 13 Eldon-st, Birmingham, Metal Worker, Pet June 6. 
Birmingham, July 7 at 10. Sol Dake, Birmingham. 

Walker, Thomas, Portsdown-hill, Cosham, Han.s, Clerk of Works. Pet 
dune 4, Portsmouth, June 24 at 12. Sol Paffird, Portsea. 

Westwood, Henry, Bewdley-st, Kidderminster, baker, Pet dune 5, Kid- . 
derminster, June 21 at 11. Sol Crowther, Kidderminster. 

Wiggins, William, Warborough, Oxfordshire, Grocer. Wallingford, June 
20 at 12. Sol Corsellis, Benson, Oxfordshire. 

Wilkinson, John, sen., Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 5. 
Birmingham, June 23 at 12. Sol Parry, Birmingham, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faipay, June 6, 1862, 

Hill, Ldwin, 63 Aldermanbury, London, Commission Agent. 

Toespay, June 10, 1862. 

Jones, Thomas, 24 Islington-row, Birmingham, Tailor. May 26. 
Steinberg, Rudolf, & Frederick Alexander Averson, 37 & 38 Mark-lane, 
London, General Commission Merchants. Jane 5, 
- : re a PO TN BN | 


May 21. 





LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 

removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 

east of King-street, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of his new 
aud well-selected stock. 








